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presidentiol  documents 

Title  3 — The  President 

Executive  Order  11877  •  September  2,  1975 

Amending  Executive  Order  No.  11861,^  as  Amended,  Placing  Certain 
Positions  in  Levels  IV  and  V  of  the  Executive  Schedule 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  me  by  Section  5317  of  Title  5  of 
the  United  States  Code,  and  as  President  of  the  United  States  of  America, 
it  is  hereby  ordered  as  follows : 

Section  1.  Executive  Order  No.  1 1861  of  May  21,  1975,  as  amended, 
is  further  amended : 

(a)  In  Section  1  thereof,  placing  certain  positions  in  level  IV  of  the 
Executive  Schedule,  delete  “(2)  Director,  National  Institutes  of  Health, 
Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.”  and  substitute  therefor 
“(2)  Administrator,  Alcohol,  Drug  Abuse  and  Mental  Health  Admin¬ 
istration,  Department  of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.” 

(b)  In  Section  1  thereof,  placing  certain  positions  in  level  IV  of  the 
Executive  Schedule,  delete  “(13)  Adviser  to  the  Secretary  (Counselor, 
Economic  Policy  Board),  Department  of  the  Treasury,  to  terminate 
effective  August  1,  1975.”  and  substitute  therefor  “(13)  Adviser  to  the 
Secretary  (Counselor,  Economic  Policy  Board),  Department  of  the 
Treasury.” 

(c)  In  Section  2  thereof,  placing  certain  positions  in  level  V  of  the 
Executive  Schedule,  delete  “(7)  Assistant  to  the  Secretary  and  Director, 
Office  of  Revenue  Sharing,  Department  of  the  Treasury.” 

Sec.  2.  Executive  Order  No.  11864  of  June  13,  1975,  is  hereby 
superseded. 

The  White  House, 

September  2,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-23666  FUed  9-2-75  ;4 : 25  pm] 

‘  40  FR  22531. 
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Title  21 — Food  and  Drugs 

CHAPTER  i— FOOD  AND  DRUG  ADMINIS¬ 
TRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
[Docket  No.  76F-0168] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Acrylonitrile/Butadiene/Styrene/Methyl 
Methacrylate  Copolymer 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  amending  S  121.2627  (21  CFR  121.2627) 
to  expand  the  use  of  acrylonitrile/buta- 
diene/styrene/methyl  methacrylate  (50- 
polymer  to  include  its  use  as  an  article  or 
component  of  articles  intended  to  con¬ 
tact  all  foods,  except  those  ccmtaiDiiig 
alcohol,  effective  September  4,  1975. 

Notice  was  given  by  publication  in  the 
Fkieral  Rbossizr  of  March  27,  1975  (40 
FR  13541) .  that  a  petition  (FAP  5B3078) 
had  been  filed  Carr,  Bonner,  O’¬ 
Connell,  Kaplan,  and  Thompson.  900 
Seventeenth  St.,  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20006,  on  btifialf  of  Borg- Warner  Coip., 
pr(q;>osing  that  S  121.2627  AenfloTUtrile/ 
butadiene /atyrene/ methyl  methacryiatg 
be  amended  to  provide  for  the  use  of  this 
eopolymer,  currently  restricted  to  low 
moisture  fats  and  otis,  to  be  expanded  to 
include  contact  with  all  types  of  food, 
except  that  it  would  not  be  used  in  fabri¬ 
cating  bottles  intended  to  hold  carbon¬ 
ated  beverages  or  beer. 

A  proposal  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  November  4,  1974,  (39 
FR  38907) ,  which  discussed  a  previously 
imknown  migration  problem  of  acrylo¬ 
nitrile  monomer  that  may  be  common 
to  many  food-contact  articles  containing 
acrylonitrile  copolsmiers,  and  the  ab¬ 
sence  of  toxicological  data  to  establish  a 
definitive  “no-effect”  level  for  acrylo¬ 
nitrile  monomer.  The  proposal  would 
define  the  prior  sanctions  for  acrylo¬ 
nitrile  copolymers  imder  a  new  S  121.- 
2010  (21  CFR  121.2010),  and  it  would 
establish  an  interim  food  additive  regu¬ 
lation.  §  121.4010  (21  CFR  121.4010) .  for 
such  copolymers  to  allow  their  continued 
use  for  a  limited  period  of  time  while  the 
questions  raised  are  being  resolved  b3r 
further  study.  The  proposed  regulations 
include  a  tolerance  of  0.3  part  per  mil¬ 
lion  (ppm)  as  the  maximum  amoimt  of 
acrylonitrile  monomer  that  can  migrate 
from  the  food-contact  article,  and  it  re¬ 
quires  the  submission  of  certain  chemical 
and  toxicol(«ical  data. 

The  Commissioner,  having  evaluated 
the  data  in  the  food  additive  petition 
(FAP  5B3078)  and  other  relevant  mate¬ 
rial,  concludes  that  the  acrylonitrile/ 
butadiene/styrene/methyl  methacrylate 
copolymer  described  in  the  regulations 
will  meet  the  0.3  port  per  million  (ppm) 
extractives  limitation  of  the  proposed 
interim  regulation  when  used  within  the 


restrictions  set  forth  below.  Upon  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  interim  food  additive  regula¬ 
tion.  this  regulation  will  be  amended  to 
cross-reference  the  requirements  of 
§  121.4010. 

As  no  authority  for  use  of  this  food 
additive  as  a  container  (bottle)  for  car¬ 
bonated  beverage  or  beer  use  is  sought 
by  the  petitioner,  such  use  is  not  author¬ 
ized  by  this  regulation.  Therefore,  the 
Commissioner  concludes  that  this  action 
will  not  significantly  affect  the  qriality  of 
the  human  environment  and  that  no 
environmental  impact  statement  is 
necessary. 

Therefore,  rmder  the  Federal  Pood, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (sees.  201  (s) ,  409, 
701(a).  52  Stat.  1055,  72  Stat.  1784-1788 
as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321  (s).  348.  371 

(a)  ) )  aiul  imder  authority  delegated  to 
the  Commissioner  (21  CFR  2.120), 

S  121.2627  is  amended  by  revising  the  hi- 
troductory  text;  amending  paragraph 

(b)  by  revising  the  listing  therein;  and 
revising  paragraphs  (c)(1)  and  (d)(2), 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.2627  Acryloirflrile/bata«liene/ 

metliyl  methacrylate  copolymer. 

Acrylonitrlle/butadlene/stsrrene/meth- 
yl  methacrylate  copolymer  identified  in 
this  section  may  be  safely  used  as  an 
article  or  component  of  articles  intended 
for  use  with  food  identified  in  table  1  of 
§  121.2526(c)  as  type  I.  n,  m.  IVA,  IVB. 
V,  VIB,  (except  bottles  inteiKied  to  hold 
carbonated  beverages) .  VHA,  VHB,  vm 
and  IX.  under  condlti<xis  of  use  C,  D.  E, 
F,  and  O  described  in  table  2  of  §  121.2526 

(c)  with  a  high  temperature  limitation 
of  190"  F. 

•  •  •  •  • 

(b)  •  •  * 

Substances  Limitations 

2-Mercaptoethanol.  Ihe  finl^ed  copolymer 
i^all  contain  not 
more  than  800  ppm 
2  -  mercaptoetbanol- 
ao^lonltrUe  addiiet  ‘ 
as  determined  by  a 
method  available  up¬ 
on  request  from  the 
Commissioner  of 
Food  and  I>rugs. 

(c)  Specifications.  (1)  Nitrogen  con¬ 
tent  of  the  copolymer  is  in  the  range  of 
13.0  to  16.0  percent  as  determined  by 
Mlcro-EHJeldahl  analysis. 

*  *  •  *  • 

(d)  •  •  • 

(2)  The  finished  food-contact  article 
shall  irleld  not  more  than  0.0025  milli¬ 
gram  per  square  Inch  of  acrylonitrile 
monomer  when  exposed  to  dlstUled 
water.  3  percent  acetic  acid  and  n- 
heptane  at  190*  F  for  2  hours,  cooled  to 
120*  F  (80  to  90  minutes)  and  main¬ 
tained  at  120*  F  for  10  days  when  ana¬ 


lyzed  by  a  polafographlc  method  avail¬ 
able  upon  request  from  the  Food  and 
Drug  Administration,  Bureau  of  Poods, 
Division  of  Pood  and  Color  Additives 
(HPF-330) .  200  C  St.,  SW.,  Washington. 
DC  20204. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Hearing  Cleric,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration,  Rm.  4-^,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20852,  written  ob¬ 
jections  and  a  request  for  hearing.  Ob¬ 
jections  and  requests  for  hearing  will  be 
accepted  during  regular  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday,  from  9  ajn.  to 
4  p.m.,  except  on  Federal  legal  holidays, 
and  Shan  be  submitted  on  or  before  Oc¬ 
tober  6,  1975. 

Objections  and  requests  ior  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  quintuplleate  and 
should  be  identified  with  the  Hearing 
CTlerk  docket  number  fotmd  In  brackets 
In  the  heading  of  this  order.  Received 
objections  and  requests  for  hearing  may 
be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing 
Clerk.  Rockville,  MD,  diuing  the  above 
stated  hours. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  September  4, 1975. 

(Secs.  201(8),  400,  701(a),  62  Stat.  1066,  72 
Stat.  1784-1788  as  amended  (21  U.S.C.  321 
(8)  348,  371(a)).) 

Dated:  August  28, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.75-38407  Piled  9-3-76:8:46  am) 


[Docket  No.  76F-0167] 

PART  121— FOOD  ADDITIVES 

Acrylonitriie/Butadiene/Styrene 

Copolymer 

The  Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs 
is  amending  the  food  additive  regula¬ 
tions  to  provide  for  safe  use  of  an  acrylo¬ 
nitrile/butadiene/styrene  copohmier  as 
an  article  or  component  of  articles  in¬ 
tended  to  contact  all  foods  except  those 
containing  alcohol,  effective  September 
4.' 1975. 

Notice  was  given  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  November  29,  1974 
(39  FR  41569)  that  a  petition  (FAP 
5B3051)  had  been  filed  by  Carr,  Bonner, 
O’Connell.  Kaplan,  and  Thompson,  900 
Seventeenth  St..  NW.,  Washington,  DC 
20006,  on  behalf  of  Borg-Wamer  Corp., 
pn^iosing  that  the  food  additive  regula¬ 
tions  (21  CFR  Part  121)  be  amended  to 
provide  for  safe  use  of  an  acrylonitrile/ 
butadiene/styrene  copolymer  in  contact 
with  food  other  than  carbonated  bever¬ 
ages. 
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Notice  was  given  by  publication  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  January  10. 1975  (40 
ro  2247),  that  the  filing  notice  of  No¬ 
vember  29,  1974  was  being  amended  to 
provide  lor  the  above  copolymer  in  the 
manufsu:ture  of  bottles  intended  to  hold 
carbonated  beverages. 

The  amended  notice  of  filing  stated  the 
intent  of  the  Pood  and  Drug  Administra¬ 
tion  to  issue  an  environmental  impact 
statement  for  the  agency’s  actions  on 
substances  used  or  intended  for  use  in 
the  fabrication  of  plastic  bottles  for  car¬ 
bonated  beverages  and  beer  use.  The  en¬ 
vironmental  impact  analysis  report  sub¬ 
mitted  by  Uie  petitioner  for  the  subject 
additive  as  a  component  of  soft  drink 
bottles  was  evaluated  as  part  of  this  over¬ 
all  consideration  of  the  environmental 
impact  of  all  plastic  bottles  for  car¬ 
bonated  beverages  and  beer  use.  Notice  of 
availability  of  the  draft  environmental 
impact  statemait  was  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  of  April  14,  1975  (40 
PR  16708). 

A  proposal  was  published  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  of  November  4,  1974  (39 
FR  38907),  which  discussed  a  previously 
imknown  migration  problem  of  acryloni¬ 
trile  mcmomer,  which  may  be  common 
to  many  food -contact  articles  containing 
acrylonitrile  copolymers,  and  the  absence 
of  toxicological  data  to  establish  a  defini¬ 
tive  “no-effect”  level  for  acrylonitrile 
monomer.  The  proposal  would  define  the 
prior  sanctions  for  acrylonitrile  copoly¬ 
mers  \mder  a  new  §  121.2010  (21  CFR 
121.2010),  and  it  would  establish  an  in- 
terlm  food  additive  regulation  §  121.4010 
(21  CFR  121.4010)  for  such  copolymers 
to  allow  their  continued  use  for  a  limited 
period  of  time  while  the  questions  raised 
are  b^ng  resolved  by  further  study.  The 
proposed  regulations  include  a  tolerance 
of  0.3  part  per  million  (ppm)  as  the 
maximum  amount  of  acrylonitrile  mono¬ 
mer  migration  from  the  food-contact 
article,  and  require  submission  of  certain 
chemical  and  toxicological  data. 

The  proposed  Interim  regulation  de¬ 
scribed  above  is  intended  to  apply  to  all 
food  additive  uses  of  acrylonitrile  copoly¬ 
mers.  The  Commissioner  having  evaluat¬ 
ed  the  data  In  the  food  additive  petition 
(PAP  5B3051)  and  other  relevant  ma¬ 
terial,  concludes  that  the  acrylonitrile/ 
butadiene/styrene  copolymers  described 
hi  the  regulation  will  meet  the  0.3  ppm 
extractives  limitation  of  the  proposed 
interim  regulation  when  used  within  the 
restrictions  set  forth  below.  Upon  adop¬ 
tion  of  the  Interim  food  additive  regula¬ 
tion,  this  regulation  will  be  amended 
to  cross-reference  the  requirements  of 
§  121.4010. 

Ther^ore,  under  the  Federal  Pood, 
Drug,  and  Cosmetic  Act  (secs.  201  (s), 
409,  701(a).  52  Stat.  1055,  72  Stat  1784- 
1788  (21  UJ5.C.  321  (s) .  348.  371(a) ) )  and 
mvder  authority  delegated  to  the  Com¬ 
missioner  (21  (TFR  2.120),  Part  121  Is 
amended  by  adding  to  Subpart  F  the  fol¬ 
lowing  new  sectkm.  to  read  as  follows: 

§  121.2633  Acrylonitrile /butadiene/ 
styrene  eopoiymer. 

Acrylonttrile/butadlene /styrene  copol¬ 
ymer  identified  In  this  section  may  be 
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safely  used  as  an  article  or*  component 
of  articles  intended  for  use  with  all 
foods,  except  those  containing  alcohol, 
under  conditions  of  use  E,  F,  and  G  de¬ 
scribed  in  table  2  of  S  121.2526(c) . 

(a)  Identity.  For  the  purpose  of  this 
section,  the  acrylonitrile/butadiene/sty¬ 
rene  copolymer  consists  of : 

(1)  Eighty-four  to  eighty-nine  parts 
by  weight  of  a  matrix  polymer  contain¬ 
ing  73  to  78  parts  by  weight  of  acrylo¬ 
nitrile  and  22  to  27  parts  by  weight  of 
styrene:  and 

(2)  Heven  to  sixteen  parts  by  weight 
of  a  grafted  rubber  consisting  of  (i)  8  to 
13  parts  of  butadiene /styrene  elastomer 
containing  72  to  77  parts  by  weight  of 
butadiene  and  23  to  28  parts  by  weight 
of  styrene  and  (ii)  3  to  8  parts  by  weight 
of  a  graft  polymer  having  the  same  com¬ 
position  range  as  the  matrix  polymer. 

(b)  Adjutxints.  The  copolymer  identi¬ 
fied  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  may 
contain  adjuvant  substances  required  in 
its  production.  Such  adjuvants  may  in¬ 
clude  substances  generally  recognized  as 
safe  in  food,  substances  used  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  prior  sanction,  substances  per¬ 
mitted  in  this  part,  and  the  following: 

Substance  Limitations 

2-Mercaptoethanol_  The  fliilshecl  copolymer 
shaU  ooataln  not 
man  than  100  ppm 
2  -  mercaptoethanol- 
acrylonltrUe  adduct 
es  determined  by  a 
method  available 
upon  request  from 
the  Conunlssloner  of 
Food  and  Driigs. 

(c)  Specifications.  (1)  Nitrogen  con¬ 
tent  of  the  copolymer  is  in  the  range  of 
16  to  18.5  percent  as  determined  by 
Mlcro-Kjeldahl  analysis. 

(2)  Residual  acrylonitrile  monomer 
content  of  the  finished  copolymer  articles 
is  not  more  than  11  parts  per  million  as 
determined  by  a  gas  chromatogrs^hlc 
method,  available  upon  request  from  the 
Commissioner  of  Food  and  Drugs. 

(d)  Extractive  limitations.  (1)  Total 
nonvolatile  extractives  not  Xo  exceed 
0.0005  milligram  per  square  inch  surface 
area  when  the  finished  food  contact 
article  is  exposed  to  distilled  water,  3 
percent  acetic  acid,  or  n-heptane  for  8 
days  at  120*  P. 

(2)  The  finished  food-contact  article 
shall  yield  not  more  than  0.0015  milli¬ 
gram  per  square  inch  of  acrylonitrile 
monomer  when  exposed  to  distilled  water 
and  3  percent  acetic  acid  at  150*  P  for 
15  days  when  anal3rzed  by  a  polaro- 
graphic  method,  available  upon  request 
from  the  Division  of  Pood  and  Color 
Additives,  BFP-330.  200  C  St,  SW- 
Washington.  DC  20204. 

Any  person  who  will  be  adversely  af¬ 
fected  by  the  foregoing  order  may  sub¬ 
mit  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  Food  and  Drug 
Administration.  Rm.  4-65,  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20852.  written  ob¬ 
jections  and  a  request  for  hearing.  Ob¬ 
jections  and  requests  for  hearing  will  be 
accepted  during  regular  business  hours, 
Monday  through  Friday,  frcan  9  a.m.  to 
4  pjiL,  except  on  Fed«al  legal  hididays, 
and  shall  be  submitted  on  or  befmre 
October  6. 1975. 


Objections  and  requests  for  hearing 
should  be  submitted  in  quintupllcate  and 
should  be  identified  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk  docket  number  fovmd  in  brackets 
in  the  heading  of  this  order.  Received 
objections  and  requests  for  hearing  may 
be  seen  in  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk, 
Rockville,  MD,  during  the  above  stated 
hours. 

Effective  date.  This  order  shall  become 
effective  September  4, 1975. 

(Secs.  201(8),  409,  701(a),  62  Stat.  1065,  72 
Stat.  1784-1788  (21  US.C.  321  (s),  348,  371  • 

(»)).) 

Dated:  August  28, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 

Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

(FR  Doc.75-23405  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  ami 
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PART  1010 — PERFORMANCE  STANDARDS 
FOR  ELECTRONIC  PRODUCTS:  GENERAL 

PART  1040 — PERFORMANCE  STANDARDS 
FOR  LIGHT-EMITTING  PRODUCTS 

Performance  Standard  for  Laser  Products 
Correction 

In  FR  D(x;.  75-17892  appearing  at  i>age 
32252  in  the  issue  for  'Ihursday,  July  31, 
1975,  on  page  32263,  the  left  column  below 
the  figure,  the  ninth  line  which  reads  “or 
equal  to  2.5  X  10~*  Vf/cmr*  and  with” 
should  read  “or  equal  to  2.5  x  10"*  W  cm'* 
and  with”. 


Title  29— Labor 

CHAPTER  V— WAGE  AND  HOUR  DIVISION, 
DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

PART  570— CHILD  LABOR  REGULATIONS, 
ORDERS  AND  STATEMENTS  OF  INTER¬ 
PRETATION 

Employment  of  Minors  Between  14  and  16 
Years  of  Age  in  Work  Experience  and 
Career  Exploration  Programs 

Pursuant  to  authority  in  Section  3(1) 
of  the  Fair  Labor  Standards  Act  of  1938, 
as  amended  (29  U.S.C.  203)  and  Reor¬ 
ganization  Plan  No.  2  of  1946  (3  CFR 
1943-48  C:omp.,  p.  1064),  S  570.35a  of 
Title  29  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  revised  as  set  forth  below.  This 
revision  continues  indefinitely  on  a  per¬ 
manent  basis  the  Work  Experience  and 
(Career  Ebcploration  Programs  which  have 
been  conducted  on  an  experimental  basis 
since  1969.  This  regulation  varies  some 
provlsons  of  Child  Labor  Regulation  No. 
3,  29  CFR  579.31,  et  seq..  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  minors  between  14  and  16 
years  of  age  enrolled  in  and  employed 
pursuant  to  school-supervised  and 
school-administered  work  experience  and 
career  exploration  programs. 

A  notloe  of  propo^  to  amend  8  570.35a 
Title  29  of  the  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  to  provide  for  such  programs  on 
a  permanent  basis  was  published  In  the 
Federal  Register  (40  FR  24215)  on  June 
5.  1975.  A  period  of  30  days  was  provided 
for  ccanment  by  interested  parties  to  be 
received  on  or  before  July  7,  1975.  This 
period  was  extended  to  July  22,  1975  (40 
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FR  28814) .  In  response  to  this  notice  of 
proposal  a  total  of  504  responses  was 
received.  The  overwhelming  majority — 
all  but  7 — ^were  in  favor  of  the  propo^. 
These  responses  emphasized  the  bene¬ 
ficial  character  of  the  program  during 
its  experimental  phase.  It  was  pointed 
out  that  there  was  an  increase  in  the 
desire  to  learn  and  an  improved  educa¬ 
tional  performance  by  WBCEP  partici¬ 
pants,  which  was  evidenced  by  improve¬ 
ment  in  grade  point  average,  fewer 
absences  from'  school,  and  reduced  tardi¬ 
ness.  It  was  also  indicated  that  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  program  resulted  in  greater 
self  confidence,  an  Increased  sense  of 
responsibility,  and  aided  the  maturation 
process.  Of  those  opposed,  objections 
were  raised,  among  other  things,  to  the 
limitations  oi  the  evaluations  of  the  ex¬ 
perimental  program  with  respect  to  the 
displacement  of  older  workers  and  the 
lack  of  periodic  assessment  and/or  eval¬ 
uation  students  who  had  been  en¬ 
rolled  in  the  experimental  programs  to 
determine  subs^uent  effects  of  stich 
participation.  A  question  was  also  raised 
as  to  the  role  within  this  program  of  the 
OfBce  Education  of  the  n.S.  Depturt- 
ment  of  Health,  Education,  and  Wel¬ 
fare.  After  careful  analysis  of  these  com¬ 
ments  and  in  consideration  of  the  find¬ 
ings  of  the  several  evaluations  made 
during  the  course  of  the  experimental 
program,  I  find  that  the  regulations 
should  be  made  permanent. 

After  further  study  and  oonslderation 
it  has  been  determined  that  emplosrment 
of  participants  must  not  have  the  effect 
of  displacing  a  worker  employed  in  the 
establishment  of  the  employer  and  a  new 
§  570.35a(e)  is  Included  to  establish  this 
restriction.  The  present  S  570.35a  (e)  is 
reniunbered  5  S70.35a(f ) . 

Further,  I  find  that  this  program  is 
one  that  is  not  detrimental  to  the  health 
and  weH-betog  of  14  and  15  yecu*  old 
WSCEP  partteipaBts  and  does  not  inter¬ 
fere  wMh  thehr  sehoeling.  To  the  con¬ 
trary  their  ednoatScm  has  been  eidianced 
1^  pavtlelpatlon  in  such  progeams.  How¬ 
ever,  a  conttaraing  study  these  pro¬ 
grams  win  be  xmdertahen  to  detennine 
whether  or  not  enmloymemt  of  pavtiel- 
pants  displaces  regular  employees  of  a 
portlcipatlnc  estabMehmowt  and  whether 
or  net  participation  in  the  program  has 
a  kmg  range  effect  on  educational 
adiievement. 

Ihe  Secretary  of  Labor,  based  on  ex¬ 
perience  in  the  administration  and  en¬ 
forcement  of  these  regxilatlons  and/or 
after  consideration  of  the  studies  to  be 
made  thereunder,  on  his  own  initiative 
may  Institute  proceedings  to  amend  or 
terminate  these  regulations.  Any  person 
wishing  a  revision  of  any  of  the  terms 
of  these  regulations  may  also  submit, 
pursuant  to  S  570.38  of  Title  29  of  the 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  in  writing 
to  the  Secretary  of  Labor  a  petition  set¬ 
ting  forth  the  changes  desired  and  the 
reasons  for  proposing  th^.  If,  after 
consideration  of  such  petition,  the  Sec¬ 
retary  of  Labor  believes  that  reasonable 
cause  for  amendment  of  the  regulatkm 
is  set  forth,  the  Secretary  shall  either 
schedule  a  hearing  with  due  notice  to 


interested  parties,  or  shall  make  other 
provision  for  affording  Interested  parties 
an  opportunity  to  be  heard. 

The  Administrator  of  the  Wage  and 
Hour  Division  will  coordinate  as  appro¬ 
priate  with  the  Commissioner  of  Educar 
tion  of  the  Department  of  Health, 
Education  and  Welfare  on  effective  ad¬ 
ministration  of  this  program.  The  Ad¬ 
ministrator  will  also  take  such  steps  as 
are  necessary  to  assure  that  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  students  in  this  program  is  in 
strict  accordance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  set  out  herein  including,  as 
appropriate,  the  withdrawal  of  approval 
pursuant  to  subsection  (f ) . 

Further,  I  find  that  the  regulaitions 
providing  for  WECEP  programs  on  an 
experimental  basis  have  been  in  effect  for 
a  number  of  years,  that  these  regula¬ 
tions  were  terminated  on  Jime  30,  1975, 
and  that  for  WECEP  programs  which  are 
planned  for  the  1975-76  school  year  some 
gap  in  effective  date  may  exist  which 
should  be  held  to  a  minimum.  Therefore, 

I  find  that  the  above  circumstances  are 
good  cause  for  not  delaying  the  effective 
date  oi  these  regulations  and  thus  this 
revision  shall  be  effective  on  September 
4, 1975. 

Section  570.35a  of  Title  29  of  the  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  570.35a  Work  experience  and  career 
exploration  programs. 

(a)  This  section  varies  some  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  subpart  for  the  employ¬ 
ment  of  minors  between  14  and  16  years 
of  age  who  are  enrofied  In  axKl  employed 
pursuant  to  a  school-supervised  and 
school-administered  work-experience 
and  career  exploration  program  which 
meets  the  requirements  of  paragraph 
(b)  of  this  section.  In  the  occupatic^ 
permitted  under  paragraph  (o)  of  this 
section,  and  for  the  pextods  and  under 
the  conditlous  specified  la  paragn^b 
(d)  of  the  section.  With  tticeo  safe¬ 
guards,  su^  empkiym«at  is  found  not 
to  Itrteefcre  wHh  the  sehoofing  of  tte 
minoas  or  with  thehr  health  and  well- 
betng  and  therefore  Is  not  deemed  to  be 
oppressive  cl^ld  labor. 

(b)  (1)  A  school -stmervlsed  and  school- 
admlnlstored  work-experiosce  mid  ca¬ 
reer  exploratkm  program  shall  meet  the 
educational  standards  estaUlshed  and 
approved  by  the  State  Educational 
Agency  in  the  respective  State. 

(2)  Hie  State  Educational  Agency 
shall  file  with  the  Administrator  of  the 
Wage  and  Hour  Division  a  letter  of  ap¬ 
plication  for  approval  of  a  State  pro¬ 
gram  as  one  not  interfering  with  school¬ 
ing  or  with  the  health  and  well-being  of 
the  minors  involved  and  therefore  not 
constituting  oppressive  child  labor.  The 
aplicatlon  must  Include  information 
concerning  the  criteria  listed  In  subpara¬ 
graph  (3)  of  this  peuagraph.  The  Ad- 
mlnlstiator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour  Divi¬ 
sion  shall  approve  the  application,  or 
give  prompt  notice  of  any  denial  and  the 
reasons  therefor. 

(3)  The  criteria  to  be  used  in  consid¬ 
eration  of  applications  are  the  following: 


(I)  EligibUity.  Any  student  aged  14  or 
15  years  who  authoritative  local  school 
personnel  Identil^  as  being  able  to  bene¬ 
fit  from  the  program  shall  be  eUgible  to 
participate. 

(II)  Credits.  Students  shall  receive 
school  credits  for  both  in-school  related 
instruction  and  on-the-job  experience. 

(Hi)  Size.  Each  program  uiiit  shall  be 
a  reasonable  size.  A  unit  of  12  to  25  stu¬ 
dents  to  one  teacher-coordinator  would 
be  generally  considered  reasonable. 
Whether  other  sizes  are  reasonable 
would  depend  upon  the  individual  facts 
and  circumstances  involved. 

(iv)  Instructional  schedule.  There 
shall  be  (a)  allotted  time  for  the  re¬ 
quired  classroom  instruction  in  those 
subjects  necessary  for  graduation  under 
the  State’s  8tandiu*ds  and  (b)  regularly 
scheduled  classroom  periods  of  instruc¬ 
tion  devoted  to  job-related  and  to  em¬ 
ployability  skill  instruction. 

(v)  Teacher-coordinator.  Each  pro¬ 
gram  unit  shall  be  imder  the  supervision 
of  a  school  ofDclal  to  be  designated  for 
the  purpose  of  the  program  as  a  teacher- 
coordinator,  who  shall  generally  super¬ 
vise  the  program  and  coordinate  the 
work  and  education  aspects  of  the  pro¬ 
gram  and  make  regularly  scheduled 
vlslte  to  the  work  stations. 

(vl)  Written  training  agreement.  No 
student  shall  participate  In  the  pro¬ 
gram  until  there  has  been  made  a  writ¬ 
ten  training  agreement  signed  by  the 
teacher-cooidlnator,  the  employer,  and 
the  student.  The  agreement  shall  also  be 
signed  or  otherwise  consented  to  by  the 
student’s  parent  or  guardian. 

(vil)  Other  provisions.  Any  other  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  program  providing  safe¬ 
guards  ensuring  that  the  employment 
permitted  \mder  this  section  will  not  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  schooling  of  the  minors 
or  with  their  health  ^d  well-being  may 
also  be  sulunMted  for  use  in  eonsideration 
of  the  appitcation. 

(4)  Every  State  Bdueatloaal  Agouy 
having  students  la  a  prognun  aqg>soved 
pursuaait  to  tho  reqnlremenki  of  ttds  see- 
tlon  Shan  comply  wtth  the  foUowteg: 

111  FermMbtt  ocoupaMom.  Nto  stu¬ 
dent  alMn  be  assigned  to  woite  In  any 
eccupatton  other  than  cnee  permitted 
mkter  paragraph  to)  of  this  seetion. 

(E)  Records  and  reports.  The  names 
and  addressee  of  ea^  school  ehroQing 
work  experience  and  career  exploration 
program  students  and  the  number  of 
enrollees  in  each  unit  shall  be  kept  at  the 
State  Educational  Agency  office.  A  copy 
of  the  written  training  agreement  for 
each  student  participating  In  the  pro¬ 
gram  shall  be  kept  in  the  State  Educa¬ 
tional  Agency  office  or  In  the  local  edu¬ 
cational  office.  Ihe  records  required  for 
this  paragraph  shall  be  kept  for  a  period 
of  3  years  from  the  date  of  enrollment  In 
the  program  and  shall  be  made  available 
for  Inspection  or  transcription  to  the 
representatives  of  the  Administrator  of 
the  Wage  and  Hour  Division. 

(c)  Employment  of  minors  enrolled  In 
a  program  approved  pursuant  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  sectiem  shall  be  per- 
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mitted  In  all  occupations  exc^t  the 
following: 

(1)  Manufacturing  and  mining. 

(2)  Occupations  declared  to  be  hai- 
ardous  for  the  emplosmient  of  minors 
between  16  and  18  years  of  age  In  Sub¬ 
part  E  of  this  part,  and  occupations  In 
agriculture  declared  to  be  hazardous  for 
employment  of  minors  below  the  age  of 
16  in  Subpart  E-1  of  this  part. 

(3)  Occupations  other  than  those  per¬ 
mitted  under  SS  570.33  and  570.34,  ex¬ 
cept  up<Hi  arrival  of  a  variation  in  indi- 
vidusd  cases  or  clausses  of  cases  by  the 
Administrator  of  the  Wage  and  Hour 
Division  after  notice  to  interested  per¬ 
sons  and  opportunity  to  be  heard.  Any 
such  variation  of  general  application 
shall  be  published  as  an  amendmoit  to 
this  subpart.  Applications  for  such  ap¬ 
proval  may  be  in^uded  with  the  applica¬ 
tion  for  approval  of  the  program;  or  filed 
specifically  imder  S  57(hS8.  Such  appli¬ 
cations  shall  be  processed  under  §  570.38. 

(d)  Employment  of  minors  enrolled  in 
a  prog;ram  approved  pursuant  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section  shall  be  caa- 
fined  to  not  more  than  23  hours  in  any  1 
week  when  school  is  in  session  and  not 
mm*e  than  3  hours  in  any  day  when 
school  is  in  session,  any  portion  cd  which 
may  be  during  school  hours.  Insofar  as 
th^  provisions  are  inconsistent  with  the 
provisions  of  S  570.35,  this  secthm  shall 
be  controlling. 

(e)  The  employment  of  a  minm*  en¬ 
rolled  in  a  program  pursuant  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  this  section  must  not  have 
the  effect  of  displacing  a  wOTker  «n- 
ployed  in  the  establishment  of  the  em¬ 
ployer. 

(f)  Programs  shall  be  in  force  and 
effect  for  a  period  of  (2)  school  years 
from  the  date  of  their  approval  by  the 
Administrator  (ff  the  Wage  and  Hour 
IXvlsion.  A  new  application  for  approval 
must  be  filed  at  the  end  of  that  period. 
Failure  to  meet  the  requirements  this 
section  may  result  in  withdrawal  of 
approvaL 

Signed  at  Washington,  DX!. 

Bkbkakd  E.  DAxtkt, 

Assistant  Socratarg  for 
Emptogment  Standards. 
[PR  Doc.75-23431  Piled  9-8-75;8;  45  am] 


Tide  36 — Parks,  Forests,  and  KibUc 
Property 

CHAPTER  X— COMMISSION  OF  FINE  ARTS 

PART  1000— RULES  FOR  COMPUANCE 
WITH  5  U.S.C.  552,  THE  FREEDOM  OF 
INFORMATION  ACT 

Final  Rulenuddng 

On  July  23.  1975  there  was  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  on  pege  30841, 
a  notice  ot  proposed  rulemaking  with 
the  proposed  establishment  of  Chapter  X 
and  Part  1000.  This  proposed  Part  1000 
would  serve  us  the  regulations  the 
Commission  of  Fine  Arts  for  Implemmit- 
Ing  5  UH.C.  552,  The  Freedom  of  Infor- 
'matioa  Act.  as  required  by  that  act  In¬ 
terested  parties  were  glv»  30  days  In 
which  to  submit  commaats  regarding  the 
pn^xised  regulations. 


No  objectlcms  have  been  received  and 
the  proposed  regulations  are  hereby 
adopted  without  change  and  are  set  forth 
below. 

Signed  in  Washington,  D.C.  on  Au¬ 
gust  28, 1975  by: 

Charles  H.  Atherton, 

Secretary,  . 
Commission  of  Fine  Arts. 

Sec. 

1000.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

1000.2  Bequests  for  Identifiable  records  and 

copies. 

1000.3  Action  on  Initial  requests. 

1000.4  Appeals. 

1000.5  Ftcs. 

Aothobity:  5  U.S.C.  552,  as  amended. 

§  1000.1  Purpose  and  scope. 

This  part  contains  the  regulations  of 
the  Commission  of  Fine  Arts  implement¬ 
ing  5  UJ5.C.  552.  The  regulations  of  this 
part  provide  Information  concerning  the 
procedures  by  which  records  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  the  Commission.  Members 
and  employees  of  the  Commission  may 
cmitinue  to  furnish  to  the  public,  infor¬ 
mally  and  without  neglecting  the  rights 
of  requesters  described  herein,  informa¬ 
tion  and  records  which  prior  to  enact¬ 
ment  of  5  U.S.C.  552  were  furnished  cus¬ 
tomarily  in  the  regular  performance  of 
their  duties.  Persons  seeking  information 
or  records  of  the  Commission  may  find  it 
useful  to  consult  with  the  Secretary  be¬ 
fore  invoking  the  formal  procedures  set 
out  below. 

§  1000.2  Requests  for  identifiable  rec¬ 
ords  and  copies. 

(a)  Formal  public  requests  for  Infor¬ 
mation  from  the  records  of  the  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Fine  Arts  shall  be  made  in  writ¬ 
ing  with  the  letter  clearly  marked 
“FREEDOM  OF  INFORMATION  RE¬ 
QUEST.”  All  such  requests  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Secretary.  Commission  of 
Fine  Arts,  708  Jackson  Place,  NW., 
Washington.  D.C.  20006. 

(b)  Records  must  be  reasonably  de¬ 
scribed.  A  request  for  all  records  falling 
within  a  reasonably  ^eciflc  category 
shall  be  regarded  as  conforming  to  the 
requirement  that  records  be  reasonably 
described  If  it  enables  the  records  re¬ 
quested  to  be  identified  by  any  process 
that  is  not  luireasonably  burdensome 
or  disruptive  of  Commission  operations. 

§  1000.3  Action  on  initial  requests. 

(a)  The  Secretary  will  make  a  deter¬ 
mination  as  to  whe^er  or  not  to  release 
requested  information.  Generally,  deter¬ 
mination  will  be  made  to  release  the  re¬ 
quested  Information  if  (1)  it  Is  not  ex¬ 
empt  from  disclosure  or  (2)  it  is  exempt 
from  disclosure  but  its  withholding  is 
neither  required  by  statute,  nor  supported 
by  sound  grounds. 

<b)  Determination  will  be  dispatched 
within  ten  days,  excluding  Saturdays, 
Sundays,  and  legal  public  holidays,  after 
initial  receipt  of  the  request. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  the  time 
for  Initial  determination  on  requests  may 
be  delayed  up  to  a  tptal  of  ten  additional 
days,  excluding  Saturdays.  Sundays,  and 
legal  public  holidas's  and  notice  of  such 


delay  shall  be  dispatched  within  the  first 
ten  days,  excluding  Saturdays,  Sundays, 
and  legal  public  holidays  following  tiie 
initial  receipt  of  the  request. 

(d)  Letters  denying  access  to  informa¬ 
tion  will: 

(1)  provide  the  requester  with  the  rea¬ 
son  for  the  denial. 

<2)  inform  the  requester  of  his  right 
to  appeal  the  denial  within  30  days, 

(3)  give  the  name  and  title  of  the  of¬ 
ficial  to  whom  the  appeal  may  be  sent. 

(4)  give  the  name  and  title  of  the  of¬ 
ficial  responsible  for  the  denial. 

§  1000.4  Appeals. 

(a)  The  Chairman  of  the  Commission 
is  the  appellate  authority  for  all  denials. 

(b)  The  Chairman  will  act  upon 'the 
appeal  within  twenty  days,  excluding 
Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  legal  public 
holidays. 

(c)  In  unusual  circumstances,  the  time 
for  action  on  an  appeal  may  be  extended 
by  an  additional  ten  days,  excluding 
Saturda3^,  Sundays,  and  legal  public  hol¬ 
idays  minus  any  extension  granted  at  the 
Initial  request  level  under  1 1000.3(c). 

(d)  In  the  event  that  the  ap^al  up¬ 
holds  the  denial,  the  requester  will  be 
advised  that  there  are  provisions  for  ju¬ 
dicial  review  of  such  decisions  under  the 
Freedom  of  Information  Act. 

§  1000.5  Fees. 

(a)  Fees  shall  be  charged  according  to 
the  schedule  in  paragraph  (b)  of  this 
section  for  services  rendered  in  respond¬ 
ing  to  requests  for  Commission  of  Fine 
Arts  records  under  this  part  unless  de¬ 
termination  is  made  that  such  charges 
or  a  portion  of  them  are  not  in  the  pub¬ 
lic  Interest  because  furnishing  the  infor¬ 
mation  primarily  benefits  the  general 
public. 

(b)  The  following  charges  will  be  as¬ 
sessed  for  the  services  listed: 

(1)  For  copies  of  documents  x 
14"  or  smaller,  $0.25  for  the  first  copy  of 
the  first  pi«e  and  $0.10  for  each  copy 
of  each  page  therafter. 

(i)  Ordinarily,  no  more  than  one  copy 
of  each  page  will  be  supplied. 

(ii)  Ordinarily,  photographs  8^"  z 
14"  or  smaller  will  be  copied  on  a  photo¬ 
copy  machine,  rather  than  by  photo¬ 
graphing  and  printing  of  such  photo¬ 
graphs. 

<2)  When  in  responding  to  a  request, 
copying  of  bound  works  such  as  books 
or  periodicals,  copying  of  documents  larg¬ 
er  than  8^"  x  14",  photographing  and 
printing  of  records,  or  other  services  not 
normally  performed  by  the  Commission 
and  its  staff  are  required,  the  direct  cost 
of  such  services  or  material  to  the  Com¬ 
mission  of  Fine  Arts  may  be  charged,  but 
only  if  the  requester  has  been  notified 
of  such  cost  before  it  is  incurred. 

(3)  For  ea<di  one  quarter  hour  spent  by 
cleitoal  personnel  in  excess  of  the  first 
quarter  hour  in  searching  for  and  pro¬ 
ducing  a  requested  record.  $1.50. 

(4)  When  a  search  cannot  be  per- 
fofrmed  by  clerical  personnel  and  the 
amount  of  time  that  must  be  expended  in 
the  search  and  collection  of  the  requested 
records  by  such  higher  level  personnel 
is  substantial,  charges  may  be  made  at 
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a  rate  in  excess  of  tbe  derlcal  rate, 
namely,  for  each  one  quarter  hour  f^^ent 
in  excess  of  the  first  quarter  hour  by 
such  hli^er  level  personnd  in  search¬ 
ing  for  a  requested  record,  $3.00. 

(5)  No  chaise  will  be  made  for  time 
spent  in  resoiving  legal  or  policy  issues 
affecting  access  to  records  of  known  con¬ 
tents.  In  addition,  no  charge  will  be  made 
for  the  time  involved  in  examining  rec¬ 
ords  in  connecticm  with  determining 
whether  they  are  exempt  from  manda¬ 
tory  disclosure  and  should  be  withheld  as 
a  matter  of  sound  policy.  In  addition,  no 
charge  will  ordinarily  be  made  if  the 
records  requested  are  not  foimd.  How¬ 
ever,  if  the  time  expended  in  processing 
the  request  is  substantial,  and  If  the  re¬ 
quester  has  been  notified  that  it  cannot 
be  determined  in  advance  whether  any 
records  will  be  made  available,  fees  may 
be  ChStFSBCi* 

(c)  Where  it  is  anticiplated  that  the 
fees  chargeable  imder  this  section  will 
amount  to'  more  than  $10.00,  and  the  re¬ 
quester  has  not  Indicated  in  advance  his 
willingness  to  *pay  fees  as  high  as  are 
anticipated,  the  requester  shall  be  noti¬ 
fied  of  the  amount  of  the  anticipated  fee 
or  such  porti(m  thereof  as  can  readily  be 
estimated.  In  such  cases,  a  request  will 
not  be  deemed  to  have  been  received  until 
the  requester  is  notified  of  the  anticipated 
cost  and  agrees  to  bear  it.  Such  a  noti¬ 
fication  will  be  trananitted  as  soon  as 
possible  but  in  any  event,  within  five  days, 
excluding  Saturdays,  Sundays,  and  le^ 
public  holidays  afto:  the  receipt  of  the 
initial  request 

(d)  Payment  should  be  made  by  check 
or  money  ordw  payable  to  the  UH. 
Treasury. 

(e)  (1)  Where  the  anticipated  fee 
chargeable  under  this  section  exceeds 
$10.00,  an  advance  d^x>slt  of  2S%  of  the 
anticipated  fee  or  $10.00,  whichever  is 
grreat^  may  be  required. 

(2)  Where  a  requester  has  previously 
failed  to  pay  a  fee  undo:  this  section,  an 
advance  deposit  of  tbe  full  amount  of 
the  anticipated  fee  may  be  required. 

[FR  Doc.75-23384  FUed  9-9-75:8:45  am] 


Title  41 — Public  Contracts  and  Aoperty 
Management 

CHAPTER  8— VETERANS 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  8-2— PROCUREMENT  BY 
FORMAL  ADVERTISING 

PART  8-3— PROCUREMENT  BY 
NEGOTIATION 

Miscellaneous  Amendments 

Chapter  8  of  Title  41,  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  is  amended  as  set  forth  be¬ 
low.  Sections  8-2.102,  8-3.101,  8-3.200,  8- 
3.207,  8-3.209  and  8-3.215  are  revised  to 
refiect  the  increase  in  small  purchase 
negotiating  authority  Section  8-3.203  is 
revised  to  decentralize  the  approving  au¬ 
thority  for  contracts  for  professional 
services  negotiated  imder  (he  authorl^ 
of  38  UH.C.  213.  and  to  reflect  Increase  hi 
smaU  purchase  negotiating  authority. 
Section  8-3.204  is  revised  to  refiect 
change  in  small  purchase  negotiating  au- 
thorl^,  to  amoid  reference  to  architect- 


engineer  services,  to  conform  descrip¬ 
tions  of  scarce  medical  specialist  services 
and  sharing  agreonents  to  the  language 
of  Pub.  li.  93-82  (87  Stat.  179),  and  to 
amend  internal  processing  of  sueh  con¬ 
tracts  and  agreements.  In  addition,  mi¬ 
nor  editorial  changes  have  been  made  to 
reflect  agency  p(^cy  eff  using  precise 
terms  denoting  gender. 

It  is  the  general  policy  of  the  Veterans 
Administration  to  allow  time  for  inter¬ 
ested  parties  to  participate  in  the  rule 
making  process.  However,  the  amend¬ 
ments  herein  concern  agency  procedures 
and  practices.  Therefore,  the  public  rule- 
making  process  is  deemed  mmecessary  in 
this  instance. 

1.  In  §  8-2.102,  the  introductory  i^r- 
tion  preceding  paragraph  (a)  is  revised 
to  read  as  follows: 

§  8-2.102  Policy. 

Ccmtracts  In  excess  of  $10,000  or  in 
excess  of  $1,000  for  contracts  made  for 
repairs  to  property  acquired  by  the  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  tmder  chapter  37, 
title  38,  United  States  Code,  will  be  made 
by  formal  advertising  when  all  of  the 
f(^owlng  elements  necessary  to  formal 
advertising  are  present. 

*  •  •  •  • 

2.  In  §  8-3.101,  the  Introductory  por¬ 
tion  of  paragraph  (a)  preceding  sub- 
paragraph  (1)  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  8—3.181  General  requirements  for  ne¬ 
gotiation. 

(a)  Contracts  In  excess  of  $10,000  or 
$1,000  for  contracts  made  for  repairs  to 
properties  acquired  under  diapter  37, 
title  38. 'United  States  Code,  will  be  en¬ 
tered  Into  by  negotiation  only  In  tiie 
absence  of  any  one  or  more  of  the  ele¬ 
ments  essential  to  formal  advertteing  set 
f(Mi:h  in  S  8-2.102,  or  when: 

•  •  •  •  • 

3.  In  S  8-3.200.  paragraph  (b)  Is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  8— 3.2()0  Scope  of  snbpart. 

•  *  •  •  « 

(b)  In  those  Instances  where  a  pur¬ 
chase  In  excess  of  $10,000  may  be  nego¬ 
tiated  under  more  than  one  authorfiy, 
the  contracting  ofBcer  will  select  the  au¬ 
thority  he/she  deems  most  appropriate 
to  accomplish  the  purchase  and  will  in¬ 
clude  in  the  contract  file  comply  Jus¬ 
tification  for  his/her  selection. 

4.  Section  8-3.203  is  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  8—3.203  Purchases  not  in  excess  of 
$10,000. 

(a)  Procurement  of  medical  services 
and  resources  authorized  by  sections  4117 
and  5053  of  title  38,  United  States  Code, 
costing  less  than  $10,000  may  be  pro¬ 
cured  by  negotiation  under  authority  of 
FPR  1-3.203.  Each  such  contract  and  re¬ 
vision  thereof  is,  however,  subject  to  the 
same  approval  as  those  costing  in  excess 
of  $10,000.  See  S  8-3.204. 

(b)  Except  as  provided  In  this  para¬ 
graph,  purchases  authorized  to  be  nego¬ 
tiated  under  the  special  procurement  au¬ 
thorities  contained  in  title  38.  United 


States  Code,  wiU  be  negotiated  under  the 
authority  of  FPR  1-3.203  when  the 
amount  of  the  purchase  is  not  in  excess 
of  $10,000.  An  exception  exists  in  the  case 
of  services  or  supplies  purchased  on  ac¬ 
count  of  any  property  acquired  under  the 
Loan  Guaranty  program.  For  such  pur¬ 
chases,  38  UH.C.  1820(b)  requires  formal 
advertising  if  the  amount  will  exceed 
$1,000. 

5.  Section  8-3.204  Is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  8-3.204  Personal  or  professional  ser\- 
ices. 

(a)  Various  sections  of  title  38,  United 
States  Code,  authorize  the  Administrator 
to  ent^*  into  cmitracts  for  the  pur];x>se 
of  acquiring  personal  or  professional 
services.  These  authorizations  do  not. 
however,  stipulate  the  manner  in  which 
such  contracts  are  to  be  entered  into. 
Le.,  negotiation  or  formal  advertising. 
Civilian  agencies  are,  under  the  authority 
of  FPR  1-3.204,  authorized  to  procure 
such  services  by  negotiation.  Therefore, 
when  the  services  listed  in  this  section 
are  to  be  acquired  by  the  Veterans’  Ad¬ 
ministration,  at  a  cost  in  excess  of 
$10,000,  a  contract  will  be  negotiated  by 
the  contracting  officer.  These  contracts 
will  cite  in  addition  to  the  authority  to 
negotiate,  FPR  1-3.204,  the  appropriate 
section  of  title  38  which  authorizes  the 
contract. 

(b)  Architect-engineer  services  when 
required  in  conjunction  with  construc¬ 
tion  (see  subpa^  8-4.10  and  8-16.7  of 
this  chapter)  will  cite  as  the  authority 
for  such  negotiation  FPR  1-3J04 — 38 
UJ3.C.  5002. 

(c)  Contracts  with  medical  schoc^ 
clinics,  and  any  other  group  or  Individ¬ 
ual  capable  of  furnishing  such  sorvlces 
to  provide  scarce  medical  specialist  serv¬ 
ices  at  Veterans  Administration  facili¬ 
ties  (including  but  not  limited  to  serv¬ 
ices  of  ph3rsicians,  dentists,  nurses,  physi¬ 
cians’  assistants,  dentists’  assistants, 
technicians,  and  other  medical  support 
personnel)  will  be  negotiated  under  au¬ 
thority  of  FPR  1-3.204  and  38  UH.C.  4117. 

(d)  Contracts  with  other  hospitals  (or 
other  medical  Installations  haying  hos¬ 
pital  facilities)  or  medical  schools,  or 
clinics  in  the  medical  community  for: 

(1)  The  mutual  use,  or  exchange  of 
use.  of  specialized  ^  medical  resources 
when  such  a  contract  will  obviate  the 
need  for  a  similar  resource  to  be  provided 
in  a  Veterans  Administration  faciilty;  or 

(2)  The  mutual  use,  or  exchange  of 
use,  of  specialized  mescal  resources  in 
a  Veterans  Administration  facility, 
which  have  been  Justified  on  the  basis 
of  veterans’  care,  but  which  are  not  uti¬ 
lized  to,  their  maximum  effective  capac¬ 
ity  will  be  negotiated  under  authority  of 
FPR  1-3.204—38  UH.C.  5053. 

(e)  Proposed  contracts  for  the  serv¬ 
ices  and  resources  specified  in  para¬ 
graphs  (c)  and  (d)  of  this  section  may 
be  entered  into  for  1  year  only.  When 
deemed  essential  to  the  mission  of  the 
stations,  proposed  renewal  contracts  will 
be  negotiated  for  the  subsequent  year. 
Except  as  provided  In  paragraph  (D  of 
this  section,  such  proposed  contracts  will 
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be  submitted  for  approval  to  the  Associ¬ 
ate  Deputy  Chief  Medical  Director  for 
Operations  (10C4A),  when  authority  is 
38  UJS.C.  5053,  or  (134)  when  authority 
is  38  UJS.C.  4117,  so  as  to  reach  Central 
OflBce  60  days  prior  to  effective  date  of 
the  contract. 

(1)  Complete  justification  for  all  con¬ 
tracts  will  be  submitted,  as  approval  de¬ 
pends  on  the  adequacy  of  the  justifica¬ 
tion. 

(2)  Proposed  contracts  imder  author¬ 
ity  of  38  U£.C.  4117  will  be  submitted  in 
five  copies,  and  ccmtracts  \mder  author¬ 
ity  of  38  U.S.C.  5053  will  be  submitted  in 
six  copies. 

(3)  The  transmittal  letter  and  each 
supporting  docmnent  will  be  submitted 
in  the  same  number  of  copies  as  the  con¬ 
tract.  As  an  Incomplete  submission  de¬ 
lays  processing  of  the  proposed  contract 
in  Central  OfiOce,  care  should  be  exer¬ 
cised  to  assure  that  the  proper  number 
of  copies  are  submitted,  and  that  sub¬ 
missions  are  complete  (e.g.,  ocKnplete 
name  and  address  of  the  other  party  or 
parties  to  the  contract  are  included) . 

(4)  Proposed  contracts  of  the  type 
specified  in  paragraph  (d)  (1)  and  (2) 
of  this  section  will  be  accompanied  by  a 
recommendati<m  of  the  head  of  the  sta¬ 
tion  as  to  the  geographical  limits  to  be 
applied  to  the  medical  community. 

(5)  A  copy  of  all  executed  sharing  con¬ 
tracts,  both  new  and  renewal,  will  be 
forwarded  to  the  Associate  Deputy  Chief 
Medical  Director  for  Operations  (10C4A) 
for  post  audit  and  for  purposes  of  making 
the  annual  report  to  Congress  as  required 
by  38  UJ5.C.  5057. 

(f)  Proposed  renewal  sharing  contracts 
imder  the  authority  of  38  U.S.C.  5053  may 
be  improved  by  the  appropriate  Medical 
District  Director  when  such  contract  pro¬ 
posals  meet  the  foUowlng  conditions: 

(1)  There  shall  be  no  new  services 
added  to  the  sharing  ccmtraot.  (Sovlcee, 
however,  may  be  deleted  from  the  con¬ 
tract  without  Central  Office  ap|>roval.) 
No  In^vldual  cost  Item  that  Is  bdng  pro¬ 
cured  from  the  contraeter  (non-Veterane 
Administration  facility  identUled  in  the 
contract)  shall  increase  ln>cost  mtore  than 
10  percent  over  the  eost  for  that  same 
item  in  ttie  previous  contract. 

(2)  The  sharing  i^rtmoeal  has  been  re¬ 
viewed  for  legality  by  the  District  Coun¬ 
sel  responsible  for  servicing  the  Veterans 
Administration  hospital  involved.  *1716 
District  Counsel  shall  be  sent,  along  with 
the  sharing  proposal,  a  copy  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  sharing  agreement  for  the  same 
services  so  that  a  ciunparison  can  be 
made  of  the  two  documents. 

(3)  All  contract  clauses  required  by 
Chapters  1  and  8,  Title  41,  Code  of  Fed¬ 
eral  Regulations  are  included  in  the  pro¬ 
posal. 

(4)  Equal  Enmloyment  Opportunity 
clearance  has  been  obtcdned,  when  re¬ 
quired  (see  §  8-12.805-1). 

(g)  Contracts  for  professional  or  tech¬ 
nical  services  with  private  or  public  agen¬ 
cies  not  specifically  authorized  In  any 
other  section  of  title  38,  United  States 
Code,  may  be  acquired  imder  38  U.S.C. 
213  and  negotiated  under  FPR  1-3.204 
when  the  cost  of  such  services  will  ex¬ 


ceed  $10,000.  Contracts  pf  this  nature 
must  meet  the  requlrnnents  of  FPR  1-3.- 
204(a) .  The  approval  of  the  impropriate 
department  or  staff  head  will  be  secured 
before  any  contract  is  negotiated  under 
this  authority. 

(h)  Personal  service  contracts  having 
an  employer-employee  relationship,  ex¬ 
cept  to  the  extent  indicated  In  peuragraph 
(c)  of  this  section,  will  not  be  negotiated 
under  this  authority  but  will  be  consum¬ 
mated  in  accordance  with  MP-5,  Parts  I 
and  II.  The  determination  as  to  whether 
a  contract  is  of  this  nature  is  primarily 
the  responsibility  of  Uie  appointing  of¬ 
ficial.  Contracting  officers  should,  how¬ 
ever,  be  alert  to  the  conditions  or  circum¬ 
stances  set  forth  in  this  paragraph  which, 
if  present,  could  result  In  an  Invalid  con¬ 
tract.  If  any  of  those  conditions  or  cir¬ 
cumstances  are  present,  any  doubts  will 
be  resolved  by  consultation  with  the  re¬ 
quester  and  by  seeking  legal  advice. 

(1)  Contracts  with  individuals,  (i)  The 
contract  does  not  call  for  an  end  product 
which  is  adequately  described  in  the  con¬ 
tract. 

(ii)  The  contract  price  or  fee  Is  based 
on  the  time  actually  worked  rather  than 
the  results  to  be  accomplished. 

(ill)  The  services  are  to  be  of  a  con¬ 
tinuing  rather  than  a  temporary  or  in¬ 
termittent  nature. 

(2)  Contracts  with  concerns,  (i)  Office 
space,  equipment,  and  supplies  necessary 
for  contract  performance  are  to  be  fur¬ 
nished  by  the  Veterans  Administration. 

(11)  Contractor-furnished  personnel 
are  to  be  integrated  within  the  Veterans 
Administration  organizational  structure. 

(ill)  Contractor-furnished  personnel 
are  to  be  used  interchangeably  with  Vet¬ 
erans  Administration  personnel  to  per¬ 
form  the  same  functions. 

(iv)  The  Veterans  Admlnistratlcm  re¬ 
tains  the  right  to  control  and  direct  the 
means  and  methods  by  which  eontractor- 
fnmkhed  personnel  acooi^ffish  tbls 
•woiA. 

6.  Section  8-3.207  Is  revised  to  read  as 

loflows; 

§  8— 3  J107  M«dianes  or  medloal  snpidiesi 

(a)  Ocnoral.  (1)  Bxeept  as  provided  In 
this  i  8-3.307  or  when  speeL^e  prior  ap¬ 
proval  has  been  granted  by  the  Dhreeter. 
Supply  Sen^,  to  a  fi^  station  eon- 
traeting  officer,  no  Vetenms  Administra¬ 
tion  contracting  officer  shall  enter  into 
a  contract  by  negotiation  imder  author¬ 
ity  of  FPR  1-3.207,  when  the  estimated 
cost  of  the  item(s)  required,  singly  or 
collectively,  is  in  excess  of  $10,000  for  a 
single  transaction. 

(2)  When  an  individual  is  designated 
to  act  in  the  capacity  of  one  of  the  posi¬ 
tions  specified  in  this  §  8-3.207,  that  in¬ 
dividual  Is  authorized  to  consummate 
contracts  in  the  same  manner,  and  in  the 
same  amount,  as  the  incumbent  of  the 
position. 

(b)  Drugs  and  chemicals.  The  follow¬ 
ing  contracting  officers  are  authorized  to 
negotiate  contracts  for  the  purchase  of 
drugs  and  chemicals: 

(1)  Efirector,  Supply  Service. 

(2)  Chief ,  Procurement  Division. 

(3)  Director,  Veterans  Administration 
Marketing  Center. 


(4)  Chief,  Marketing  Division  for ' 
Drugs  and  Chemicals. 

(5)  One  senior  contracting  officer  and 
one  contracting  officer.  Marketing  Divi¬ 
sion  for  Drugs  and  Chemicals,  when  so 
designated  by  the  marketing  division 
chief. 

(c)  Prosthetic  appliances.  (1)  The  fol¬ 
lowing  contracting  officers  are  authorized 
to  negotiate  contracts  for  the  purchase 
of  prosthetic  appliances  defined  as  wheel¬ 
chairs,  hearing  aids  and  batteries,  arti¬ 
ficial  limbs,  canes  and  stump  socks: 

(1)  Director,  Supply  Service. 

(li)  Chief,  Procuremoit  Division. 

(2)  The  following  contracting  officers 
are  authorized  to  negotiate  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  the  appliances  specified 
in  paragraph  (c)  (1)  of  this  section  pro¬ 
vided  the  dollar  value  of  the  Item(s)  to 
be  purchased,  singly  or  collective,  does 
not  exceed  $25,000: 

(1)  Director,  Veterans  Administration 
Marketing  Center. 

(il)  Chief,  Marketing  Division  for  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Medical  Supplies  and 
Equipment. 

(ill)  One  senior  contracting  officer. 
Marketing  Division  for  Administrative 
Medical  Supplies  and  Equlimient,  when 
so  designated  by  the  marketing  division 
chief. 

(d)  Medical  equipment.  (1)  The  fol¬ 
lowing  contracting  <^cers  are  authorized 
to  negotiate  contracts  for  the  purchase  of 
equipment  of  this  nature: 

(1)  Director,  Supply  Service. 

(ii)  Chief,  Procurement  Division. 

(2)  Hie  following  contracting  officers 
are  authorized  to  negotiate  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  equipment  of  this  na¬ 
ture,  provided  the  dollar  viQue  of  the 
item(s)  to  be  purchased,  singly  or  collec¬ 
tively,  does  not  exceed  $25,000: 

(i)  Director,  Veterans  Administration 
Marketing  Crater. 

(ii)  Cfiiief,  Marketing  l^vlslon  for 
Medical  Equipment. 

(Ht)  One  Mnlor  eontraettag  officer. 
Marketing  Division  for  Medtoed  Equip¬ 
ment  wlsra  so  designated  by  the  market¬ 
ing  division  chief. 

(e)  RatBological  and  nuclear  equip¬ 
ment  and  suppHee.  (V  The  foBowlng 
contraettag  oflioen  are  aulftiorized  to  ne¬ 
gotiate  contracts  for  the  piirchase  of 
equtoment  and  luppUec  of  this  nature: 

(1)  Director,  Supidy  Serrlee. 

(11)  (Thief,  Procurement  Division. 

(2)  The  following  contracting  officers 
are  authorized  to  negotiate  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  equipment  and  supplies 
of  this  nature,  provided  the  dollar  value 
of  the  Item(s)  to  be  purchased,  singly 
or  collectively,  does  not  exceed  $25,000: 

(i)  Director.  Veterans  Administration 
Marketing  Center. 

(11)  Chief,  Marketing  Division  for 
Radiological  and  Nuclear  Equipment  and 
Supplies. 

(ill)  One  senior  contracting  officer. 
Marketing  Division  for  Radiological  and 
Nuclear  Equipment  and  Supplies  when 
so  designated  by  the  marketing  division 
chief. 

7.  In  S  8-3.209.  paragraphs  (a)  (1)  and 
(b)  (2)  and  (3)  are  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 
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§  8—3.209  Subsistence  supplies. 

(a) (1)  Except  as  proTided  In  this 
§  8-3'209  or  when  specific  prior  approval 
has  been  granted  by  the  Director,  Supply 
Service,  to  a  field  station  contracting  of¬ 
ficer,  no  Veterans  Administration  con¬ 
tracting  officer  shall  enter  into  a  contract 
by  negotiation  under  authority  of  FPR 
1-3.209  when  the  estimated  cost  of  the 
item(s)  required,  singly  or  collectively.  Is 
in  excess  of  $10,000  for  a  single  transac¬ 
tion. 

«  *  •  •  •  « 

(b)  The  following  contracting  officers 
are  authorized  to  n^otlate  contracts  for 
the  purchase  of  subsistence  supplies: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(2)  Chief,  Pro<mrement  Division. 

(3)  Director,  Veterans  Administration 
Marketing  Center. 

*  •  •  •  • 

8.  In  S  8-3.210,  paragraph  (d)  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows; 

§  8—3.210  Impracticable  to  secure  cimi- 
petition  by  formal  advertising. 

«  *  •  #  « 

(d)  Contracts  for  the  maintenance, 
rep^  and  inspection  of  electronic  auto¬ 
matic  elevators  may  be  negotiated  under 
authority  of  FPR  1-3.210.  The  deter¬ 
minations  and  findings  required  by  FPR 
1-3.3  to  support  the  use  of  this  author¬ 
ity  will  be  prepared  by  the  contracting 
officer.  They  will  be  supported  by  a  writ¬ 
ten  statement  from  the  engineer  officer 
setting  forth  in  detail  why,  in  his/her 
professional  engineering  oplniwi,  the 
negotiation  of  a  contract  for  this  purpose 
is  in  the  best  interest  of  the  Veterans  Ad¬ 
ministration. 

9.  In  §  8-3.215,  the  introductory  por¬ 
tion  preceding  paragrafdi  (a)  and  psna- 
graphs  (c)  and  (d)  sue  revised  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  8—3.215  Otlicnvise  authorized  by  law. 

Various  sections  of  title  38,  United 
States  Code,  authorize  the  Administra¬ 
tor  to  enter  into  certain  contracts,  and 
certsun  types  of  contracts,  without  regard 
to  any  other  provision  of  law.  Veterans 
Administration  contracting  officers  en¬ 
tering  into  contracts  by  negotiation  for 
any  of  the  following  items  or  services, 
estimated  to  cost  in  excess  of  $10,000,  will 
cite,  in  addition  to  FPR  1-3.215,  the  ap¬ 
propriate  section  of  title  38,  United 
States  Code  as  their  authority  to  do  so: 
•  •  •  •  • 

(c)  Contracts  or  leases  for  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  parking  facilities  established  \m- 
der  authority  of  38  U.S.C.  5004  (b)(1), 
provided  that  (1)  the  establishment,  op- 
eration  and  maintenance  of  such  facili¬ 
ties  have  been  authorized  by  the  Admin¬ 
istrator  or  designee;  and  (2)  the  station 
head  determines  in  writing  that  opera¬ 
tion  by  contract  or  lease  is  both  desirable 
and  warranted.  FPR  1-3.215 — 38  U.S.C. 
5004  (b) (3) . 

(d)  Contracts  for  laundry  and  other 
common  services,  such  as  the  purchase  of 
steam,  may  be  negotiated  with  nonprofit, 
tax-exempt,  educational,  medical,  or 
community  institutions,  when  specifically 
approved  by  the  Administrator  or  desig¬ 


nee  and  when  such  services  are  not  rea¬ 
sonably  available  from  private  commer¬ 
cial  sources.  FPR  1-3.215—38  U.S.C.  5012. 

(1)  Contracts  of  this  nature  shall  con¬ 
tain  the  clause  in  FPR  .1-7.103-3,  exami¬ 
nation  of  records.  They  are  also  subject 
to  the  provisions  of  FPR  1-1.5  and  Sub¬ 
part  8-1.5  of  this  chapter,  contingent 
fees:  FPR  1-3.401,  types  of  contracts; 
FPR  1-3.405-5  and  §  8^.405-5,  cost-plus- 
a-fixed  fee  contract. 

(2)  Requests  to  enter  into  such  con¬ 
tracts  wiU  be  submitted  to  the  Associate 
Deputy  Chief  Medical  Director  for  Op¬ 
erations  (10C4A)  for  approval  by  the 
Administrator  or  designee. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(73  Stat.  1114,  sec.  205(c).  63  Stat.  390;  38 
U.S.C.  210,  40  U.S.C.  486(c)  ) 

These  regulations  are  effective  S^>- 
tember  5, 1975. 

Approved:  August  27, 1975. 

By  directiem  of  the  Administrator. 

[seal]  a  J.  Schultz,  Jr., 

Associate  Deputy  Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.75-33452  Filed  8-8-75:8:45  am] 

Title  45— Public  Welfare 
CHAPTER  XII— ACTION 

PART  1208— FOSTER  GRANDPARENT 
PROGRAM 

Adoption  of  Proposed  Regulations 

On  October  18,  1974,  there  was  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  (39  FR 
37205) ,  a  notice  of  proposed  rule  making 
to  replace  Chapter  IX  of  Title  45.  Part 
907.  The  Poster  Grandparent  Program 
is  authorized  by  section  211(a)  of  the 
Domestic  Volimteer  Service  Act  of  1973, 
Pub.  L.  93-113,  and  provides  opportuni¬ 
ties  for  low-income  persons,  age  60  or 
older,  to  serve  as  volunteers  to  provide 
supportive  services  to  children  having 
special  or  exceptional  needs.  A  number 
of  clerical  errors  were  noted  and  correc¬ 
tions  were  made  in  the  proposed  regula¬ 
tions.  All  comments  submitted  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposed  new  Foster  Grand¬ 
parent  Program  regulations  were  given 
due  consideration. 

As  a  result  of  comments  received,  the 
following  clarifying  changes  are  made: 

1.  Section  1208.2-5  (b)  is  amended  to 
read:  “The  director  shall  not  be  con¬ 
currently  employed,  paid,  or  used  in  an¬ 
other  position  during  established  work¬ 
ing  hours  while  serving  as  director  of  the 
project.  However,  imder  certain  clrcmn- 
stances,  established  by  the  Director  of 
ACTION  to  avoid  consequences  detri- 
mehtal  to  either  project,  the  project  di¬ 
rector  may  also  direct  a  ‘Senior  Com¬ 
panion  Program.’  The  similarity  of 
program  policies  and  operation  make  it 
administratively  attractive  under  some 
circumstances  to  have  one  project  di¬ 
rector  managing  two  projects.” 

2.  Section  1208.3-4  is  amended  regard¬ 
ing  the  specific  age  limit,  as  follows: 
"Children  served  by  Foster  Grandpar¬ 
ents  shall  be  chronologically  age  17  or 
under,  with  preference  given  to  younger 
children.  In  exceptional  cases,  however, 
a  child  may  continue  to  be  served 


through  age  20  by  the  same  Foster 
Grandparent  if:  (a)  It  has  been  pro¬ 
fessionally  determined  that  with  the 
same  Foster  Grandparent,  there  is  a 
lik^ffiiood  of  improvement  for  the  child 
in  personal  adjustment,  social  relation¬ 
ship.  learning  ability,  and/or  motor  co¬ 
ordination;  and  (b)  The  volunteer  sta¬ 
tion  has  developed  a  plan  in  writing  to 
provide  for  an  alternative  supportive  re¬ 
lationship  after  age  20  for  the  person 
being  served  by  the  Foster  Grandpar¬ 
ent.”  The  basic  characteristic  of  the 
Foster  Grandparent  Program  is  to  have 
older  persons  serve  children,  as  author¬ 
ized  in  P.L.  93-113.  The  proposed  regu¬ 
lations  specified  that  children  served 
shall  be  chronologically  17  or  under.  The 
new  language  was  added  to  permit  Fos¬ 
ter  Grandparents,  in  exceptional  cases, 
to  serve  children  through  age  20. 

Several  comments  suggested  that  the 
proposed  language  for  this  subsection  of 
the  regulation  would  exclude  persons 
who  had  the  mental  age  of  children,  but 
were  beyond  the  chronological  age  of  17. 
The  additional  language  to  this  subsec¬ 
tion  will  permit  children  to  be  served  be¬ 
yond  the  age  of  17  up  to  their  21st  birth¬ 
day.  In  the  opinion  of  the  ACTION  Gen¬ 
eral  Counsel,  the  Foster  Grandparent 
Program  cannot  legally  serve  persons 
beyond  their  21st  birthday.  Absent  legis¬ 
lative  Intent  to  the  contrary,  the  term 
"children”  in  Section  211(a)  of  the  Do¬ 
mestic  Volunteer  Service  Act  <rf  1973 
must  be  given  its  ordinary  meaning,  i.e., 
defined  with  reference  to  years,  chrono- 
logicid  age.  (Ordinarily  this  will  extend 
through  age  20.)  This  view  is  confirmed 
by  the  fact  that  Congress  provided  an 
almost  identical  program  for  persons, 
other  than  children,  in  Section  211(b), 
the  legislative  authority  for  ACTION’S 
Senior  Companion  Program. 

3.  Section  1208.3-2  (a)  is  amended  to 
delete  “including  privately  owned  nurs¬ 
ing  homes.”  because  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents  do  not  serve  adults,  normally  the 
residents  of  nursing  homes. 

4.  Section  1208.3-2 (a)  (2)  is  amended 
to  be  more  explicit,  as  follows;  “Volun¬ 
teer  stations  making  assignments  to  pri¬ 
vate  homes  shall  provide  supervision  to 
Foster  Grandparents  through  regular 
visits  to  individual  homes.” 

5.  Section  1208.3-2(c)  is  amended  as 
follows  to  offer  more  fiexiblllty  in  the  de¬ 
termination  of  how  many  Foster  Grand- 
F>arents  will  serve  in  group  care  volun¬ 
teer  stations;  “Placement  of  Foster 
Grandparents  in  group  care  volimteer 
stations  shall  be  made  in  numbers  large 
enough  to  permit  social  interaction  be¬ 
tween  Foster  Grandparents  and  to  facili¬ 
tate  group  transportation  and  adequate 
supervision.” 

6.  Section  1208.3-4  (b)  was  amended  to 
provide  elaboration,  as  follows;  “Spon¬ 
sors  shall  arrange  to  provide  volimteer 
services  to  children  with  special  or  ex¬ 
ceptional  needs  such  as  the  physically 
handicapped,  delinquent,  emotionally 
disturbed,  mentally  retarded  or  depend¬ 
ent  and  neglected  chfldren  in  hospitals, 
correctional  facilities  and  other  residen¬ 
tial  institutions,  and  in  schools  or  day 
care  establishments,  and  in  private  resi¬ 
dences.” 
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In  addition  to  the  foregoing  changes, 
a  number  of  suggestions  were  made  but 
are  not  adc^ted.  The  following  comments 
relate  to  relevant  sections,  subjects  cov¬ 
ered,  and  reasons  why  suggestions  were 
not  incorporated  in  the  final  regulations. 

1.  A  comment  would  have  amended 
section  1208.2-3,  to  require  that  Area 
Agencies  on  Aging  also  review  and  com¬ 
ment  on  grant  applications.  Section  212 
of  Pub.  L.  93-113  already  involves  ap¬ 
propriate  State  agencies  on  aging  either 
in  reviewing  applications  for  projects  in 
one  community  or  in  the  development  or 
operational  phase  of  projects  in  an  area 
larger  than  one  commimity. 

2.  A  number  of  comments  related  to 
section  1208.3-4 (d),  asking  that  Foster 
Grandparents  serve  no  more  than  one 
child  at  a  time.  However,  the  proposed 
language  of  this  section  reflects  congres¬ 
sional  intent.  During  the  congressional 
committee  hearings  to  consider  the  re¬ 
enactment  of  the  Foster  Grandparent 
Program’s  authorizing  legislation  in  the 
Older  American  Cocnprehenslve  Services 
Amendments  of  1973,  Public  Law  93-29, 
which  was  substantially  reenacted  as 
section  211(a)  oS  Title  H  of  the  Domestic 
Vol\mtecr  Services  Act  of  1973,  PJL. 
93-113,  the  committees  indicated  that 
the  term  "persMi-to-person  sendees”  was 
not  Ihnited  to  the  assigmaents  of  Foster 
Grandparents  in  a  direct  one-to-one  re- 
latloniiilp  with  a  particidar  child.  Ihe 
proposed  version  of  this  section,  there¬ 
fore,  permits  some  flexibility  in  the  as¬ 
signment  of  Foster  Grandparents.  How¬ 
ever,  the  assignment  of  a  Foster  Grand¬ 
parent  to  two  children  served  tndlvid- 
vially  is  preferable  so  as  to  maximize 
gains  to  the  children.  (See  House  C!om- 
mittee  on  Education  and  Labor,  Report 
No.  93-43,  March  2,  1973,  page  23;  and 
Senate  Committee  on  Labor  and  Public 
Welfare,  Report  No.  92-1242,  September 
28, 1972,  page  18.) 

3.  a.  I^veral  comments  were  offered 
to  amend  section  1298.4-1  (b)  (1)  to  per¬ 
mit  otherwise  eligible  older  persons  who 
have  excess  income,  but  not  more  than 
20  percent  above  the  Income  eligibility 
level  for  Poster  Grandparents,  to  be  en¬ 
rolled  in  the  program.  Eligibility  for 
service  in  the  program  is  established  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  421(4)  of  Pub.  L.  93-113 
and  provides  for  the  adjustment  of  the 
national  poverty  guidelines  issued  by  the 
Community  Sei^ce  Administration  (for¬ 
merly  the  Office  of  Economic  Opportu¬ 
nity)  to  reflect  local  situations.  ACTION 
does  this  by  adding  to  the  CSA  poverty 
guidelines  for  each  State  the  amoimt 
which  that  State  supplements  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Supplemental  Security  Income  pay¬ 
ments  for  the  aged. 

b.  Recommendations  were  also  made 
to  permit  unusual  expenses  to  be  de¬ 
ducted  from  annual  income  for  persons 
to  be  eligible  for  enrollment  or  for  con¬ 
tinuation  as  Foster  Grandparents.  The 
C^A  poverty  guidelines  are  based  on  a 
total  Incmne  concept  with  no  allowance 
for  deduction  of  expenses  frcan  imnual 
Income. 

4.  The  ccxnment  was  made  to  have  sec- 
tkm  1208.4-1  (c)  clarify  the  sponsor’s  re¬ 


sponsibility  to  pay  for  Foster  Grand¬ 
parent  annual  physical  examinations. 
Costs  for  annual  physical  examinations 
for  each  Foster  Grandparent  are  an  al¬ 
lowable  budget  item,  meaning- they  can 
be  paid  for  federally  or  locally,  but  they 
are  frequently  used  as  a  source  of  non- 
federal  support  of  the  budget. 

5.  Recommendations  were  received  to 
have  language  in  Section  1208.4-2  (b)  re¬ 
duce  or  consolidate  hours  of  service  in¬ 
structions  required  each  month  for  Fos¬ 
ter  Grandparents.  The  regular  monthly 
in-service  instruction  is  prescribed  to 
best  serve  the  needs  and  interests  of  Fos¬ 
ter  Grandi>arents. 

6.  a.  Changes  were  suggested  for  sec¬ 
tion  1208.4-3  (b)  to  permit  the  sponsor 
to  increase  the  Foster  Grandparent  sti¬ 
pend  from  the  sponsor’s  resources  with 
two  consequences:  (1)  to  allow  such  in¬ 
crease  to  be  treated  as  sponsor’s  local 
cost  sharing;  and  (2)  to  have  this  addi¬ 
tional  amount  of  stipend  eligible  for  the 
income-disregard-beneflts  available  im- 
der  section  418  of  Pub.  L.  93-113,  which 
would  affect  federal  income  and  federal 
Social  Security  tax  liabilities.  It  was  rec¬ 
ommended  that  a  minimiBn  stipend  be 
set  at  the  federal  minimum  wage. 

The  stipend  is  not  related  to  the  fed¬ 
eral  minimum  wage  and  has  not  been  set 
to  reflect  the  value  of  the  Ftoster  Grand¬ 
parent’s  service  in  the  (xmtpethlve  labor 
market.  Section  418  of  Pub.  L.  93-113 
states  that  no  payments  or  stipends  to 
volunteers  shall  ”...  be  treated  as  wages 
or  compensation  for  the  purpose  of  .  .  . 
minimum  wage  laws.”  Only  the  federally 
established  stipend  is  nontaxable  income 
and  only  the  f^erally  designated  amoimt 
of  stipend  is  allowable  in  the  program 
budget.  (’This  is  so  whether  ACJTION  or 
the  sponsor  pays  it.)  Thus  any  local  in¬ 
creases  in  the  stipend  will  probably  be 
taxable  and  be  considered  in  determin¬ 
ing  the  Poster  Grandparent’s  comtinued 
eligibility  to  serve  in  the  program. 

b.  This  comment  was  made  to  clarify 
section  1208.4-3  (d),  to  determine  when 
the  new  types  of  insurance  coverage  must 
start.  Foster  Grandparents  shall  not  be 
placed  in  volunteer  assignments  until 
A(7nON  has  received  a  written  state¬ 
ment  from  the  sponsor  indicating  com¬ 
pliance  with  all  insurance  requirements. 

7.  A  comment  was  made  to  change  sec¬ 
tion  1208.5-5 (a)  (3)  to  take  into  account 
the  Federal  Election  Campaign  Act 
Amendments  of  1974  changes  to  the 
Hatch  Act.  These  Amendments  permit 
State  and  local  officers,  whose  principal 
employment  is  in  connection  with  an  ac¬ 
tivity  financed  in  whole  or  in  part  by 
federal  grants,  to  take  an  active  part  in 
political  management  or  political  cam¬ 
paign.  The  Amendments  would  also  bar 
any  such  employees  from  running  for 
Elective  office,  except  in  a  nonpartisan 
electlmi.  ’Ihe  existing  paragrai^  to  this 
section  does  not  contradict  the  changes 
In  the  Hatch  Act.  It  alms  to  prevent  a 
volunteer  or  a  sponsor’s  employee  fnxn 
taking  any  action  with  resp^  to  a  po¬ 
litical  activity  which  would  result  In  the 
imparent  identlflcatlon  of  the  program 
with  such  activity. 


Accordingly,  with  these  changes  and 
additions,  the  proposed  replacement  is 
adopted  as  set  forth  below. 

Ronald  Gerevas, 

Acting  Deputy  Director. 

A  new  Part  1208  to  Chapter  XII  of 
Title  45  of  the  Ctode  of  Federal  Regula¬ 
tions  is  added  as  follows; 

Subpart  A — General 

Sec. 

1208.1- 1  Introduction. 

1208.1- 2  Definitions. 

Subpart  B — Project  Sponsors 

See. 

1208.2- 1  Kllgibility  and  funding. 

1208i2-2  Grant  application. 

1208.2- 3  State  Agency  on  Aging  and  CAA 

participation. 

1208.2- 4  Responsibilities. 

1208.2- 5  Project  staff. 

1208.2- 6  Suspension  or  ternxlnatlon  of  a 

grant  and  denial  of  application 
for  refunding. 

SubpaVt  C — Project  Operation 

1208.3- 1  Introduction. 

1208.3- a  Volunteer  stations. 

1208.3- 3  Activities. 

1208.3- 4  Children  served. 

1208.3- 5  Memorandum  of  understanding. 

1208.3- 6  Advisory  OounclL 

Subpart  D — ^Volunteers 

1208.4- 1  BllglbiUty. 

1206.4- 2  Recruitment  and  instruction. 

1208.4- 3  Terms  of  service. 

1208.4- 4  Legal  fees. 

Subpart  E — General 
1208A-1  Coordination. 

1208.5- 2  Grant  awards. 

1208.5- 3  Grant  conditions. 
ia08A-4  Project  changes. 

1208.5- 8  Special  legal  limitations. 

Authortty:  Secs.  211  (a),  212,  221,  222,  223, 
402(14)  and  420  of  Pub.  L.  93-113,  87  Stat. 
402,  403,  404,  407,  414 

Subpart  A — General 
§  1208.1—1  Introduction. 

’The  purpose  of  this  program  is  to  pro¬ 
vide  meaningful  part-time  volunteer  op¬ 
portunities  for  low-income  older  persons 
to  render  supportive  person-to-person 
services  to  children  having  special  or  ex¬ 
ceptional  needs  in  health,  education,  wel¬ 
fare  and  related  settings. 

(a)  Section  211(a)  of  the  Domestic 
Volunteer  Service  Act  of  1973,  Pub.  L.  93- 
113,  87  Stat.  402,  authorizes  the  Director 
of  ACTION  to  make  grants  or  contracts 
to  develop  and  operate  a  Foster  Grand¬ 
parent  Program. 

(b)  These  regulations  relate  only  to 
grants.  The  contract  format  will  not  be 
used  in  the  development  and  operation  of 
local  projects. 

§  1028.1—2  Definitions. 

As  used  In  this  part  the  terms 
“AC'nON”  or  “ACTnON  office”  Include 
each  Regional  office.  The  local  program 
for  which  a  sponsor  receives  grant  assist¬ 
ance  will  be  referred  to  as  a  project. 

Subpart  B — Project  Sponsors 
§  1208.2—1  Eligibility  and  funding. 

ACniON  shall  make  grants  only  to 
public  and  nonprofit  private  agencies  and 
organizations  which  have  authority  to 
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accept  grants  for  the  purposes  of  this 
part  and  have  the  oapabillty  of  admin¬ 
istering  such  a  project.  Volunteer  sta¬ 
tions,  as  defined  in  S  1208.3-2,  shall  not 
be  sponsors.  These  grants  oan  be  made  to 
pay  up  to  90  percent  of  the  costs  of  de¬ 
velopment  and  operation  of  programs  de¬ 
signed  to  carry  out  the  purpose  of  this 
part.  In  exceptional  situations,  the  Di¬ 
rector  of  ACTION  may  approve  assist¬ 
ance  for  more  than  90  percent  of  such 
costs.  A  project  must  meet  one  of  the  fol¬ 
lowing  criteria  to  be  eligible  to  receive 
grant  assistance  for  more  than  90  per¬ 
cent  of  costs: 

(1)  The  project  is  located  in  an  area 
where  non-federal  resources  are  too 
limited  to  provide  10  percent  of  the  total 
project  cost.  This  may  be  due  to  short  or 
long-term  conditions  of  poverty  in  an 
area  where  there  is  a  serious  need  for 
the  project,  or 

(2)  The  project  Is  located  in  an  area 
where  an  emergency  situation  exists,  such 
as  a  coimty  or  state  which  has  been  de¬ 
clared  a  disaster  area  and  there  is  a 
serious  need  for  the  project. 

§  1208.2—2  Grant  application. 

Any  eligible  agency  or  organization 
may  file  an  application  for  a  grant  wltl^ 
ACTION.  Grant  application  forms  may 
be  obtained  from  any  ACTION  office.  The 
grant  application  is  designed  to  provide 
ACTION  with  information  needed  to 
evaluate  an  applicant’s  capacity  to  de- 
vel<H>  and  operate  a  ixreject.  The  appli¬ 
cation  will  include: 

(aj  General  goals  for  the  proposed 
project,  consistent  with  the  purpose  of 
this  part. 

(b)  Specific  objectives  to  be  achieved, 
activities  to  be  undertaken  and  methods 
to  be  followed  dining  the  project  budget 
period  in  support  of  the  stated  goals. 

(c)  A  detailed  budget  and  budget  item 
justification. 

(d)  Duties  of  projected  staff  positions 
and  qualifications  required  for  incum¬ 
bents  of  the  positions. 

(e)  Ways  in  which  active  coordination 
is  to  be  established  with  other  aging  and 
volunteer-related  organizations,  includ¬ 
ing  the  State*  Agency  on  Aging,  if  the 
State  agency  is  not  the  sponsor. 

(f )  Type  of  membership  and  functions 
of  a  Poster  Grandparent  Advisory  Coun¬ 
cil. 

(g)  The  proposed  service  area  to  be 
served  by  the  project. 

(h)  Cities  of  Memoranda  of  Under¬ 
standing  with  proposed  volunteer  sta¬ 
tions. 

(i)  Available  data  on  the  population, 
age  60  and  over,  in  the  proposed  service 
area. 

(j)  A  description  of  the  special  efforts 
the  sponsor  will  make  to  recruit  and  to 
select  qualified  Individuals  from  mino¬ 
rity  groups  to  serve  as  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents. 

§  1208.2-3  State  Ag^cy  on  Aging  and 
Conununhy  Action  Participation. 

Under  certain  circumstances.  State 
Agencies  on  Aging  under  section  304(a> 
(1)  of  ttie  Older  Americans  Act  of  196S, 
as  sunended  (42  Uj3.C.  3024(a)  (D)  and 


Community  Action  Agencies  (CAA’s) 
under  TiUe  n  of  the  Economic  Oppor¬ 
tunity  Act,  as  amended,  must  be  offered 
a  reasonable  opportunity  to  apply  for  a 
grsmt  or  must  be  consulted  in  ihe  de¬ 
velopment  of  the  project. 

(a)  State  Agencies  on  aging.  (1)  When 
a  project  is  proposed  to  be  carried  out 
throughout  a  State  or  in  an  area  more 
comprehensive  than  one  cohununity,  the 
appropriate  State  Agency  on  Aging  must 
be  afforded  a  reasonable  opportunity  to 
apply  for  and  receive  the  grant  and  to 
administer  or  supervise  the  administra¬ 
tion  of  the  project.  The  State  Agency 
on  Aging  will  be  considered  to  have  re¬ 
ceived  a  reasonable  opportunity  if  it  has 
not  submitted  a  grant  appUcation  to 
ACTION  within  45  days  after  receiving 
notice  from  ACTION  that  another  or¬ 
ganization  has  applied  for  a  project 
grant,  or  if  it  has  waived  its  opportunity 
in  writing. 

(2)  ACJTION  shall  notify  the  applica¬ 
ble  State  Agency  in  writing  or  by  tele¬ 
gram  that  it  is  considering  awarding  a 
grant.  This  will  enable  the  agency  to 
consider  applying  for  such  an  avrard 
within  the  45 -day  period.  The  assurances 
referred  to  in  paragraph  (a)  (4)  of  this 
section  will  constitute  a  written  waiver. 

(3)  If  both  a  State  Agency  on  Aging 
and  another  organization  apply  for  grant 
assistance  when  available  funds  are 
limited,  the  decision  to  award  a  grant  to 
the  other  organization  must  be  based  on 
a  clear  written  statement  that  the  ap¬ 
plication  and  a  review  of  the  prospective 
sponsor’s  qualifications  indicate  it  will 
carry  out  the  project  more  effectively. 

(4)  Where  the  State  Agency  is  not  the 
grantee,  applications  for  projects  must 
contain  satisfactory  written  assurances 
that  the  project  has  been  developed,  and 
will,  to  the  extent  aiH>ropriate,  be  con¬ 
ducted  in  consultation  with  or  with  the 
participation  of  the  appropriate  State 
Agency  on  Aging.  A  letter  in  the  grant 
application  from  the  appropriate  State 
Agency  on  Aging  containing  the  follow¬ 
ing  infcamation  constitutes  such  an  as¬ 
surance:  (1)  The  project  has  been  de¬ 
veloped  with  assistance  of  the  State 
Agency,  and  (11)  will  be,  to  the  extent 
appropriate,  conducted  in  consultation 
vdth  it. 

(b)  Community  Action  Agency.  Where 
a  project  is  proposed  to  be  undertaken 
^tlrely  in  a  community  served  by  a 
Community  Action  Agency,  the  proce¬ 
dure  described  in  paragraph  (a)  of  this 
section  shall  be  followed,  except  that  re¬ 
quirements  relating  to  the  State  Agency 
on  Aging  shall  relate  instead  to  the  Com¬ 
munity  Action  Agency. 

(c)  Except  for  new  grant  applicants  to 
which  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  ap¬ 
plies,  no  new  grant  awards  shall  be  made 
unless  the  State  Agency  on  Aging  has 
been  afforded  at  least  46  dasrs  in  which  to 
review  the  application  and  to  make  rec¬ 
ommendations  ttiereon.  The  applicable 
State  Agency  shall  state  In  writing  to 
ACTION  that:  (1)  It  has  waived  Its  right 
to  comment  on  the  project,  or  (2)  It  sup¬ 
ports  or  cannot  recommend  the  project 
and  its  reasons  therefor. 


§  1208.2—4  Responysibilities* 

(а)  The  sponsor  shall  be  responsible 
for  the  programmatic  and  fiscal  aspects 
of  the  project,  including: 

(1)  Creation  of  a  Foster  Grandparent 
Program  Advisory  Council  as  soon  as 
possible,  in  accord  with  9  1208.3-5. 

(2)  Selection  and  employment  of  a 
full  time  director  and  other  project  staff, 
as  approved. 

(3)  Development  of  specific  assign¬ 
ments  for  volunteer  service  at  or  through 
approved  volimteer  stations. 

(4)  Recruitment,  selection,  orienta¬ 
tion,  in-service  instruction  and  place¬ 
ment  of  Foster  Grandparents. 

(5)  Orientation  of  volunteer  station 
staff  in  working  with  foster  grandparents 
before  and.  as  appropriate,  during  their 
period  of  assignment. 

(б)  Provision  of  or  arrangement  for 
adequate  on-site  supervision  and  support 
of  Foster  Grandparents. 

(7)  Payment  of  volunteer  stipends  and 
arrangement  of  transportation  and, 
when  possible,  meals  for  volunteers. 

(8)  Provision  of  the  required  non-fed¬ 
eral  cost  sharing  support  of  the  project 
in  cash  or  allowable  in-kind  support. 

(9)  Maintenance  of  an  intern^  rec¬ 
ord-keeping  system  including  informa¬ 
tion  on  Foster  Grandparents,  volunteer 
stations,  children  served,  and  other  per¬ 
tinent  project  information. 

(10)  Submission  of  such  reports,  in¬ 
cluding  programmatic  and  fiscal  reports 
and  retention  of  such  records  as 
AC’TION  may  require, 

(11)  Arrangement  for  appropriate 

recognition  of  volunteers  for  their  serv¬ 
ices  to  the  community.  _ 

(12)  Adherence  to  ACTITON’s  policies 
and  procedmes  concerning  or  affecting 
the  project. 

(13)  Annual  project  appraisal. 

(14)  Public  information  functions. 

(b)  The  sponsor  may  contract,  or 

otherwise  arrange,  with  other  organiza¬ 
tions  for  services  to  help  the  sponsor 
carry  out  its  responsibilities,  such  as 
transportation  or  accoimting  services. 
However,  the  sponsor  has  primary  re¬ 
sponsibility  for  the  operation  and  ad¬ 
ministration  of  the  project.  Such  re¬ 
sponsibility  cannot  be  contracted  or 
delegated  to  any  person,  agency,  or 
organization. 

§  1208.2—5  Project  staff. 

(a)  Project  staff  are  employees  of 
the  sponsoring  organization.  Foster 
Grandparent  Program  volunteers  may 
not  serve  as  staff  of  the  sponsor.  Rela¬ 
tives  of  the  sponsor’s  employees,  or  of  a 
member  of  its  Board  of  Directors,  may 
not  be  employed  in  the  project,  except 
with  the  knowledge  and  concurrence  of 
the  project’s  Advisory  Council  and  noti¬ 
fication  to  ACMTON. 

(b)  ACnrON  must  concur  in  writing 
before  the  sponsor  employs  a  project 
director.  The  project  dlrectm*  shall  not 
be  concurrently  employed,  paid,  or  used 
in  another  portion  during  established 
working  hours  while  serving  as  director 
of  the  project.  However,  under  obtain 
circumstances,  established  by  the  Dtrec- 
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tor  of  ACTK»i  to  Bvwd  consequences 
dctriBMWtai  to  eittkor  projecW  the  project 
darector  masr  alao  direct  a  Senior  Com¬ 
panion  Program. 

0  1298.2—6  SagpennioH  or  IrrminaHon 
of  a  grant  drniaf  of  appliration 
for  rtf—ding. 

(a)  A  grant  may  be  suspended  or  ter¬ 
minated  because  of  the  sponsor’s  ma¬ 
terial  failure  to  comply  with  the  terms 
«.nrt  conditions  of  a  grant.  A  grant  will 
not  be  terminated  unless  the  sponsor 
ha.<  been  afforded  reasonable  notice  and 
A  grant  may  not  be  suspended,  except 
in  emergency  situations,  unless  the 
opportunity  for  a  full  and  fair  hearing, 
sponsor  has  been  given  reasonable  no¬ 
tice  and  opportunity  to  show  cause  why 
such  action  should  not  be  taken.  Pro¬ 
cedures  for  termination  and  suspension 
ace  contained  in  Part  1206,  Subpart  A 
of  this  chapter  in  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations. 

(b)  Appiign-tinn  for  a  Continuation 
grant  may  not  be  denied  unless  the 
sponsor  boa  been  given  reasonable  no¬ 
tice  an  opportunity  to  show  cause 
why  gn^h  or.tiftn  should  not  be  taken. 
Procedures  for  denial  of  such  an  appli¬ 
cation  are  f/mtainpd  in  Fart  1200,  Sub¬ 
part  B,  of  tbi«  chapter  in  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations. 

Subpart  C — Fwicct  Operation 
§  1208.S-1  Introduction. 

Foster  Grandpcurei^  polorm  a  va¬ 
riety  of  activities  at  various  kinds  of 
voituxitear  itatimis. 

§  1208.3—2  Yohnitcer  stations. 

(a)  Volunteer  stations  are  public  or 
private  nonprofit  agencies  or  organiza¬ 
tions,  or  proprietary  health  care  orga¬ 
nizations,  in  or  through  which  vol¬ 
unteers  serve  in  accordance  with  pro¬ 
gram  policies.  Eiach  ^btid  care  facility 
serving  as  a  volunteer  station  must  be 
Uc.gna»d  or  otherwise  certified  by  the 
appropriate  State  ox  local  government. 

(1>  Individual  private  homes  are  not 
volunteer  stations.  Volunteer  stations 
atiect  recommend  children  with  spe¬ 
cial  or  exceptional  needs  to  be  served  in 
their  bnnu»R  by  Foster  Grandparents. 

(2>  Volunteer  stations  making  assign¬ 
ments  to  private  homes  shall  provide 
supervision  to  Foster  Grandparents 
through  regular  visits  to  the  individual 
homes. 

(b)  Volunteer  stations  tiiall  be  within 
the  service  area  of  the  project.  The  serv¬ 
ice  area  is  the  community  or  cmnmunl- 
ties  in  which  the  HXHisor  is  authorized  to 
recruit  vcdimteers  and  in  which  th^  are 
to  serve.  Existing  or  traditional  bound¬ 
aries  lor  planning  or  lor  social  servlee 
delivery  systenu  may  infincnce,  but  shafi 
not  predetermine  the  service  area. 

(c)  Placement  of  Foster  Grandparents 
to  gro^  care  vedunteer  stations  shall  be 
xsade  in  mastoeis  large  enough  to  permit 
SBCiai  Interactioci  between  the  Foster 
Cnuidparents  and  to  facilitate  group 
txaneport^Mi  and  adequate  supervisitm. 

tAi  Volunteer  station  staff  shall  re- 
ceivo  orlentatiQa  fnmi  the  sponsor,  prior 
to  the  assignment  of  volunteers,  con¬ 


cerning  the  Foster  Grandparent  Pro¬ 
gram,  and  votamteer  service  of  Foster 
GrandpareHte.  Additional  orientation 
may  be  provided  to  vedunteer  station 
staff,  if  necessary,  dwing  the  period  Fos¬ 
ter  Grandparents  serve  in  the  volunteer 
station. 

§  1208,^3  Aciiiv'iiics. 

Foster  Grandparent  activities  develop 
person-to-person,  supportive  relatkm- 
ships  with  children  and  do  not  provide 
service  to  the  vohmteer  stations  or  any 
other  csrgaxnzation  in  whidi  volunteers 
may  be  serving.  Activities  serve  the  dual 
purpose  of  b^ng  personally  meaningful 
to  Foster  Grandparents  and  providing 
support  and  companionship  to  chiMren 
being  served. 

§  1208.3—4  Qiitdren  sciA'cd. 

(a)  Children  served  by  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents  shall  be  chronologically  age  17 
oc  under,  with  preference  given  to 
younger  children.  In  exc^Eitional  cases, 
however,  a  chUd  may  continue  to  be 
served  through  age  20  by  the  same  Foster 
Grandparents  if:  (1)  It  has  been  profes- 
stenally  determined  that  with  the  same 
Foster  Cbrandparent,  there  is  a  hkdihood: 
of  imfxrovement  for  the  chHri  in  personal 
adyustm^t,  social  rdationshtos,  learning 
abiliky  and/or  motor  coordination;  and 
€2>  The  volunteer  station  1ms  dev^oped 
a  idBai  to  wrHtog  to  provide  feur  an  alter¬ 
native  aupporttve  rctetionehlp  after  age 
20  for  the  pemm  being  served  by  the 
Fester  fhrandparent. 

(b)  SpsoBsmrs  shall  arrant  to  pro¬ 
vide  vohmteer  services  to  chikiren  with 
speehd  or  exceptkmal  needs  sueh  as  tiie 
itoystd^  handieiv>ped,  definquent,  emo- 
tiontely  disturbed,  mentally  retarded  or 
dependent  and  neglected  ehildr^  in  hos¬ 
pitals,  correctional  facilities  and  other 
reskiential  institutions,  and  in  schools  or 
day  eare  establishments,  and  in  private 
residences. 

(c>  Volunteer  stations  shall  select  the 
children  to  be  served  with  eonemrrenee 
of  the  sponsor.  The  sponsor  shall  match 
and  assign  Foster  Cbrandparents  to  se- 
keted  children  in  cooperation  with  the 
volMQtecr  station. 

(d>  Foster  Grandparents  Shan  prefer¬ 
ably,  but  not  exclusively,  be  assigned  to 
two  children,  served  individually,  to 
maximiae  the  gains  to  diildren  from  a 
supportive,  person-to-person  relation¬ 
ship  with  a  mature  adult. 

§  1208.3^.7  Memorandum  of  niid«'r> 
standing. 

Prior  to  assignment  of  vtAunteers,  the 
sponsor  and  each  volunteer  station,  shall 
j^ntly  prepare  and  sign  a  lAeixuxrandum 
of  Understanding  for  the  purpose  of 
clarifying  working  relationships,  facili- 
tathig  communication  and  promoting  co¬ 
operation.  The  Memorandum  must  in¬ 
clude  the  following  informaticHi:  The 
kind  ckf  volunteer  station  (residential, 
nonreaidentlal,  etc.),  the  type  of  child 
care  provided,  the  number  o£  children 
with  special  needs  to  be  served  by  Foster 
Grandparents  and  the  potential  number 
of  the  children  eligible  to  receive  service; 
the  primary  staff  person  at  the  volunteer 


station  to  whom  the  Foster  Grandparent 
Program  staff  will  relate;  the  number  of 
Fotoer  Grandparents  planned  for  the 
volunteer  station;  the  extent  of  the  Fos¬ 
ter  Gmidparent’s  benefits  to  be  pro¬ 
vided  by  the  vohmte^  station:  meals, 
transportation,  phytieal  examinations, 
space,  etc.;  the  safety  provisknas  that  will 
IMTotect  the  Foster  Grandparmts,  and 
other  conditions  mutually  desired.  In  the 
case  of  Poster  Grandparents  serving  in 
private  homes,  the  Memorandum  of  Un¬ 
derstanding  shall  also  require  that  the 
volunteer  station  obtain  a  letter  or  other 
written  document  from  the  person (s) 
legally  responsible  for  that  child,  au¬ 
thorizing  or  requesting  volunteer  service 
in  the  home  and  indicating  what  specific 
v(dunteer  activities  are  requested.  The 
Mcmewamdum  of  Understanding  must  be 
reviewed  for  possible  changee  and  up¬ 
dated  annually  by  the  sponsor  and  the 
volunteer  station.  It  may  be  amended  at 
any  time  by  mutual  agreement. 

§  1288.3—6  Advisory  Connefl. 

(a)  The  sponsor  shaU  establish  a 
Poster  Grandparent  Program  Advisory 
Council  to  advise  and  assist  the  sponsor 
in  planning,  comnumlty  support,  project 
operational  problems,  and  iirovide  an 
azmaal  s^praisal  of  project  operations 
and  progress. 

(b>  The  Advtsory  Council  menber- 
sMp  shaB  be  r^psesentative  of  the  com- 
munite.  Inehufing  major  private  and 
pat^  community  ageueies,  xalnority 
groups,  civic  and  serviee  oagatoaations 
and  representation  from  volunteer  sta¬ 
tions  and  organisations  coocerned  with 
the  interests  of  older  persons  and  volun¬ 
tarism.  One-fourth  of  ti>e  nsemb^  shall 
be  or  represent  low  tocome  persons,  age 
60  or  older,  and  may  hieltide  Foster 
Grandparents. 

(c)  The  sponsor’s  chief  executive  or 
his  designee,  a  member  of  its  governing 
body,  and  the  project  director  rtiall  be 
members,  but  not  officers  of  the  Council. 
Only  the  member  of  the  Q)onso^s  gov- 
ermng  board  shall  be  a  voting  member 
of  the  Council. 

Subpart  □ — ^Volunteers 
§  1208.4-1  EligihtlUy. 

(a)  A  Foster  Grandparent  shall  be  60 
years  or  older,  no  longer  in  the  regular 
work  force,  determined  by  a  physical 
examination  to  be  capable  of  serving 
children  with  special  or  exceptional 
needs  without  detriment  to  self  or  child, 
and  willing  to  accept  supervision  as 
required. 

(b)  (1)  A  Foster  Grandparent  ap¬ 
plicant  shall  not  be  enrolled  with  an  an¬ 
nual  income  from  all  sources  which  ex¬ 
ceeds  the  income  eligibility  level  for 
Foster  Grandparents  established  by 
ACTION.  The  Income  eligibility  level  es¬ 
tablished  In  conformance  with  section 
421(4)  of  Pub.  L.  93-113,  is  determined 
by  the  national  poverty  line  set  forth  in 
section  625  of  tiie  Economic  Opportunity 
Act  of  1964,  as  amended,  to  which  is 
added  for  individual  states  the  amount 
a.  state  uv>pleiaeata  Federal  Sruiple- 
mental  Security  Income  payments  for  the 
aged. 
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(2)  An  enrolled  Foster  Grandparent 
shall  lose  eligibility  for  continued  service 
as  a  consequence  of  annual  income  that, 
at  the  time  such  determination  is  made, 
has  increased  in  excess  of  120  percent  of 
the  income  eligibility  level  established  by 
paragraph  (b)(1)  of  this  section.  The 
sponsor  is  responsible  for  an  annual  re* 
view  of  the  income  of  each  Poster  Grand¬ 
parent. 

(c)  The  sponsor  shall  provide  each  vol¬ 
unteer  with  a  physical  examination  prior 
to  service  to  assure  that  he  is  able  to 
serve  without  detriment  to  himself  or  to 
the  children  served.  Physical  examina¬ 
tions  shall  be  provided  annually  there¬ 
after  as  a  benefit  to  the  Foster  Grand¬ 
parent. 

(d)  Participation  as  a  Foster  Grand- 
par^t  may  not  be  denied  on  the  basis 
of  the  race,  creed,  sex,  national  origin  or 
political  aflUiation  of  the  applicant. 
Sponsors  shall  ensure  that  special  ef¬ 
forts  are  made  to  recruit  and  select  qual¬ 
ified  individuals  from  minority  groups  to 
serve  as  Poster  Grandparents. 

§  1208.4—2  Recruitment  and  instruc* 
tion. 

(a)  The  sponsor  is  responsible  for  re¬ 
cruitment  of  Foster  Grandparents  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  standards  of  eligibil¬ 
ity  in  §  1208.4-1.  Volunteer  assignments 
in  identified  volunteer  stations  shall  be 
determined  before  recruitment  of  Poster 
Grandparents  begins. 

(b)  The  sponsor  shall  provide  or  ar¬ 
range  an  orientation  of  not  less  than  40 
hours  for  each  Foster  Grandparent  vol¬ 
unteer  before  regular  service  begins. 
Thereafter,  each  volimteer  shall  be  pro¬ 
vided  group  in-service  instruction  for  a 
minlmiun  of  four  hours  each  month  in 
addition  to  in-service  instruction  pro¬ 
vided  to  volunteers  on  assignments.  Time 
spent  in  orientation  and  in-service  meet¬ 
ings  by  Foster  Grandparents  earns  the 
same  benefits  as  regular  volunteer  serv¬ 
ice  time. 

§  1208.4—3  Terms  of  Service. 

(a)  Service  schedule.  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents  normally  serve  four  hours  a  day, 
for  a  total  of  twenty  hours  a  week.  Trans- 
I^rtatlon  time  between  the  volunteer’s 
home  and  place  of  assignment,  and  meal 
time  durli^  volunteer  service,  shall  not 
be  considered  part  of  the  service  period. 
However,  if  it  is  required  that  meals  are 
taken  with  the  children  served,  such 
time  shall  count  as  volunteer  service. 

(b)  Stipends.  (1)  Foster  Grandparents 
receive  an  annual  stipend,  payable  in 
regular  instalments.  The  amount  of  such 
stipend  is  established  by  the  Director  of 
ACTTION  consistent  with  the  availability 
of  program  funds  and  at  a  level  that  will 
permit  and  encourage  eligible  low-income 
older  persons  to  serve  as  volunteers  with¬ 
out  cost  to  themselves. 

(2)  Sponsor  shall  establish  policy  and 
procedtures  to  reduce  tiie  stipend  to  re¬ 
flect  the  volunteer’s  absence  from  his  as¬ 
signment.  Reasonable  periods  of  vacation 
or  absence  because  of  sickness  or  other 
unusual  situations,  consistent  with  poli¬ 
cies  of  the  sponsor,  are  allowable. 
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(3)  The  sponsor  may  pay  a  higher 
stipend  than  that  established  by 
ACTION,  but  this  excess  pasnnent  may 
not  be  Included  in  the  federal  cost  or  be 
counted  as  part  of  the  non-federal  cost 
sharing  contribution  required  of  the 
project  sponsor. 

(4)  For  federal,  state  and  local  pm- 
poses,  no  stipend  shall  be  subject  to  any 
tax  or  charge  or  be  treated  as  wages  or 
compensation  for  the  purposes  of  unem¬ 
ployment,  temporary  disability,  retire¬ 
ment,  public  assistance,  or  similar  bene¬ 
fit  payments,  or  minimum  wage  laws. 
Stipends  shall  not  in  any  way  reduce  or 
eliminate  the  level  of  or  eligibility  for 
assistance  or  services  any  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents  may  be  receiving  under  any  fed¬ 
eral,  state  or  local  govmunental  pro¬ 
gram. 

(c)  Transportation  and  meals.  (1) 
Sponsors  shall  provide  or  arrange  for 
transportation  for  Foster  Grandparents 
as  needed,  between  their  homes  and  vol¬ 
unteer  assignments  and  for  official  proj¬ 
ect  activities,  including  orientation,  rec¬ 
ognition  ceremonies  and  attendance  at 
Advisory  Coimcll  meetings.  Sponsors  may 
also  reimburse  Foster  Grandparents  for 
transportation  costs  to  the  extent  per¬ 
mitted  by  both  grant  and  local  funds  and 
in  accordance  with  transportation  policy 
of  the  project.  The  sponsor  will  arrange 
for,  or  assist  with,  the  cost  of  meals  for 
orientation  and  volunteer  assignments 
extending  through  a  meal  period  within 
the  limits  of  available  resources  and  local 
project  policy. 

(d)  Insurance  and  safety.  (1)  The 
sponsor  shall  ensure  that  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents  driving  their  own  vehicles  while 
traveling  to  or  from  assignments  have 
automobile  liability  insurance  equal  to 
the  minlmmn  required  by  state  law  or. 
in  lieu  thereof,  the  minimum  specified 
in  the  Foster  Grandparent  Program  Op¬ 
erations  Handbook. 

(2)  ’The  sponsor  shall  provide  adequate 
insurance  at  such  levels  as  defined  in  the 
Foster  Grandparent  Program  Operations 
Handbook,  of  the  following  kinds: 

(i)  Accident  insurance.  If  coverage  is 
not  required  for  Foster  Grandparents  un¬ 
der  the  state  worker’s  compensation  act, 
project  sponsors  shall  provide  accident 
Insurance  covering  Fost^  Grandparents 
in  travel  to  and  from  their  place  of  as¬ 
signment  as  well  as  during  their  volun¬ 
teer  service  and  during  mealtime  at  the 
volunteer  station. 

(ii)  Personal  liability  insurance.  Third 
party,  non-automobile.  Insurance  shall 
be  provided  to  protect  Foster  Grandpsir- 
ents  in  the  event  of  personal  Injury  or 
proiierty  damage  claims  arising  out  of 
their  volunteer  service. 

(ill)  Excess  automobile  liability  insur¬ 
ance.  This  coverage  is  provided  to  protect 
Foster  Grandparents  against  bodily  in¬ 
jury  or  property  damage  claims  arising 
out  of  the  use  of  their  automobiles  to 
transport  themselves  and  other  Foster 
Grandparents  to  or  from  volunteer  as¬ 
signments.  The  Insurance  is  to  be  excess 
over  the  insurance  that  a  Foster  Grand¬ 
parent  carries  on  his  automobile  or  the 
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limits  of  the  state  financial  responsibil¬ 
ity  law,  whichever  is  higher. 

(3)  The  sponsor  shall  provide  ade¬ 
quate  automobile  liability  Insurance  pro¬ 
tection  for  vehicles  used  by  the  project, 
as  defined  in  ACTION  policy,  whether 
the  vehicles  be  owned,  non-owned  or 
hired. 

(4)  Insurance  coverage  may  be  pur¬ 
chased  from  any  somce. 

Sponsors  shall  ensure  that  adequate  pro¬ 
visions  for  safety  of  Foster  Grandparents 
are  in  force  at  each  volunteer  station. 

(e)  Appeal  of  sponsor’s  actions  and 
separations.  (1)  The  sponsor  shall  es¬ 
tablish  a  procedure  whereby  a  Foster 
Grandparent  may  appeal  an  action  or 
decision  by  the  sponsor  or  project  staff 
or  the  supervisory  staff  of  the  volunteer 
stations.  The  procedure  shall  provide  for 
the  review  of  the  Foster  Grandparent’s 
appeal  by  the  Advisory  Council,  or  a 
committee  thereof,  which  shall  recom¬ 
mend  to  the  chief  executive  of  the  spon¬ 
soring  organization  what  action  to  take. 
Final  decision  on  such  an  appeal  shall  be 
made  by  the  chief  executive. 

(2)  ’The  sponsor  may  separate  Foster 
Grandparents  from  the  project  for  cause, 
including  extended  absence,  chronic  ill¬ 
ness,  misconduct,  inability  to  perform 
volimteer  assignments  and  income  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  the  standard  set  forth  in  fi  1208.4- 
1(b).  The  sponsor  shall  provide  a  pro¬ 
cedure  to  review  appeals  from  such  sep¬ 
arations.  The  procedure  shall  be  the 
same  as  that  menUoned  in  the  preceding 
paragraidi  in  connection  with  appeals  of 
sponsor’s  action. 

§  1208.4—4  Legal  Fees. 

Counsel  may  be  employed  and  counsel 
fees,  coiui;  costs,  bail  and  other  exiienses 
Incidental  to  the  defense  of  a  v(dunteer 
may  be  paid  in  a  criminal,  civil,  and  ad¬ 
ministrative  proceeding  when  such  a 
proceeding  arises  directly  out  of  the  per¬ 
formance  of  the  volunteer’s  activities. 
Part  1220,  Vol.  45,  Code  of  Federal  Reg¬ 
ulations  establishes  under  what  circum¬ 
stances  such  expenses  shall  be  paid. 

Subpart  E — General 
§  1208.5—1  Coordination. 

(a)  The  sponsor  of  a  project  under 
this  part  shall  coordinate  project  activi¬ 
ties  with  related  groups  and  individuals, 
including  those  representing  government, 
industry,  labor,  voluntary  organlzati(Sis, 
programs  for  the  aging,  including  in  par¬ 
ticular  State  Agencies  on  Aging,  and 
Area  Agencies  on  Aging,  and  with  other 
ACTION  programs,  to  facilitate  coopera¬ 
tion  with  existing  community  services 
and  develop  needed  community  support. 

(b)  ACTION  will  consult  and  coordi¬ 
nate  with  national,  state  and  local  agen¬ 
cies.  the  Federal  Administration  on 
Aging  in  particular,  and  nonprofit  pri¬ 
vate  organizations  to  promote  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  volunteer  service  oppor¬ 
tunities  for  older  persons. 

§  1208.5—2  Grant  awards. 

ACTION  will,  within  funds  available, 
award  a  grant  in  writing  to  those  appli¬ 
cants  whose  grant  proposals  provide  the 
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best  potential  for  serving  the  purpose 
of  the  program. 

§  1208.5—3  Giant  conditions. 

Fiscal  and  administrative  policies 
and  procedures  set  forth  in  ACTION  in> 
structions  and  handbooks  shall  be  made 
available  to  sponsors  at  the  time  they 
receive  a  grant  award.  Grant  termina¬ 
tion,  suspension,  and  denial  of  refunding 
appeal  procedures  are  contained  in  Part 
1206  of  this  Chapter. 

§  1204.5—4  Project  changes. 

Permissible  changes  in  the  approved 
project  plan  ^all  be  limited  to  minor 
changes  which  do  not  substantially  alter 
the  substance  of  the  project  plan  fbr 
which  the  grant  was  received.  The  fol¬ 
lowing  changes  must  receive  prior  writ¬ 
ten  approval  of  ACTION : 

(a)  Appointment  of  the  project  di¬ 
rector  and  subsequent  replacements. 

(b)  Placement  of  Foster  Grandparents 
with  volunteer  stations  not  included  in 
the  grant  application  or  in  subsequently 
approved  project  amendments. 

(c)  Rea^gnment  of  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents  that  cause  an  increase  or  de¬ 
crease  of  10  percent  or  more  of  the  Pos¬ 
ter  Grandparents  assigned  to  approved 
volunteer  stations. 

§  1208.5—5  Specisd  legal  Uantarions. 

(a)  Pol/ttical  activities.  (1)  No  part  of 
any  grant  shah  be  used  to  finance,  di¬ 
rectly  or  Indirectly,  any  activity  to  in¬ 
fluence  the  outcome  of  any  election  to 
federal  office,  or  any  voter  registration 
activity.  The  term  “election”  has  the 
same  meaning  given  such  term  by  sec¬ 
tion  301(a)  of  the  Federal  Election 
Campaign  Act  of  1971  (Pub.  L.  92-225) 
and  the  term  “Federal  office"  has  the 
same  meaning  given  such  term  by  sec¬ 
tion  301(c)  of  such  Act. 

(2)  No  project  shall  be  conducted  in 
a  manner  involving  the  use  of  fimds, 
the  provision  of  services,  or  the  employ¬ 
ment  or  assignment  of  personnel  in  a 
manner  supporting  or  resulting  in  the 
identification  of  such  project  with  (i) 
any  partisan  or  nonpartisan  political 
activity  or  any  other  political  activity 
associated  with  a  candidate,  or  contend¬ 
ing  faction  or  group,  in  an  election  for 
public  or  party  office,  (li)  any  activity 
to  provide  voters  or  prospective  voters 
with  transportation  to  the  polls  or  sim¬ 
ilar  assistance  in  connection  with  any 
such  election,  or  any  voter  registration 
activity. 

(3)  No  Foster  Grandparent  nor  em¬ 
ployee  of  a  speosor  or  volunteer  station 
may  take  any  swtton,  when  sa:ving  in 
such  a  capacity,  with  respect  to  a  par¬ 
tisan  or  non-partisan  political  activity 
that  would  result  in  the  iq)parent  identi¬ 
fication  (tf  the  Foster  Grandparent  Pro¬ 
gram  with,  such  activity. 

th)  Si^dal  limitations.  (I)  The  serv¬ 
ice  (tf  Foster  Grandparent  volunteers  Is 
limited  to  activities  which  would  not 
otherwise  be  performed  by  employed 
workers  and  which  will  not  supplant  the 
hirlnf  of  or  result  In  the  displacement  of 
enwAayed  woi^rs,  or  impair  existing 
contracts  for  service. 

(2)  All  support,  including  transporta¬ 
tion  provided  to  volunteers,  shall  be  fm:- 


nished  at  the  lowest  possible  costs  con¬ 
sistent  with  the  effective  opontion  oi  a 
volunteer  project. 

(3)  No  sponsor  or  vedunteer  station 
shall  request  or  receive  any  compensa¬ 
tion  for  services  of  Foster  Grandparents 
supervised  by  it. 

(4)  No  grant  funds  shall  like  directly 
or  indirectly  utiUaed  to  finance  labor  or 
anti-labor  organizations  or  related 
activity. 

(c)  Nondiscrimination,  (t)  No  person 
with  responsibilities  in  the  operation  of 
a  project  shall  discriminate  with  respect 
to  any  activity  or  program  because  of 
race,  creed,  b^ef,  c^or,  national  mrigin, 
age,  or  political  affiliation. 

(2>  No  person  in  the  United  States 
shall  on  the  ground  of  sex  be  excluded 
from  participation  in,  be  denied  the 
benefits  of,  be  subject^  to  discrimina¬ 
tion  under,  or  be  denied  employment  in 
connection  with  any  project. 

(d)  Religious  activities.  Foster  Grand¬ 
parents  will  not  give  religious  Instruction, 
conduct  worship  services  or  engage  Ih 
any  other  religious  activity  as  part  of 
their  duties. 

Effective  September  4, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.7fr-23420  FUed  9-3-79;8:45  am] 

Title  47 — Telecommunications 

CHAPTER  I— FEDERAL 
COMMUNICATIONS  COMMISSION 

PART  2— FREQUENCY  ALLOCATIONS  AND 
RADiO  TREATY  MATTERS;  GENERAL 
RULES  AND  REGULATiONS 

Certified  Equipment  for  Identification 
Requirements 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-20205  appearing  at  page 
32746  in  the  issvie  for  Monday,  Aug\ist  4. 
1975,  in  §  91.304(a)  on  page  32747,  the 
second  line  ot  the  table  under  the  head¬ 
ing  “Limitations”  should  read  "10”. 


[Doc.  19661;  PCC  75-842] 

PART  74 — EXPERIMENTAL,  AUXtUARY, 
AND  SPECIAL  BROADCAST,  AND  OTHER 
PROGRAM  DISTRIBUTIONAL  SERVICES 

Slide  and  Voice  Announcements;  FM  and 
UHF  Translator  Stations 

Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-19500  appearing  at  page 
31604  in  the  issue  for  Monday,  July  28, 
1975,  In  s  74.731  (f>  on  page  31605,  after 
the  seventeenth  line,  add  the  following 
phrase^:  “ceipt  of  a  control  signal  from 
the  TV”. 


Titte  49— Transportartion 

CHAPTER  III— FEDERAL  HIGHWAY  ADMIN¬ 
ISTRATION,  DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION 

PART  385— COLLECTION  AND  COMPRO¬ 
MISE  OF  CLAIMS  FOR  FORFEITURES 
UNDER  SECTION  222(h)  OF  THE  INTER¬ 
STATE  COMMERCE  ACT 

Deiegation  of  Authority 
The  purpose  of  this  notice  Is  to  amend 

49  CFR  Part  385  by  changing  the  Federal 


HMhway  A(fininistrator’s  delegation  of 
authority  to  ccdlect  mid  compromise 
claims  of  the  United  States  foe  civil  for- 
fettuxes  under  section  222(h)  of  the  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  322 
(k>  >  fnua  the  Direetar,  Bureau  of  Motor 
C^anler  Safety  to  the  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  for  Safety  with  r^ect  to  claims 
of  $25,000  or  more  in  die  aggregate,  and 
ta  the  Regional  Administrators  with  re¬ 
spect  to  claims  of  less  than  $25,000  in 
the  aggregate. 

In  that  the  amendmrat  relates  to  rules 
of  agency  organizaticai,  procedure,  or 
praettee,  the  relevant  provisions  of  the 
Admintetrative  Procedure  Act  (5  U.S.C. 
553)  requiring  notice  of  proposed  rule- 
making.  opportunity  for  public  partici¬ 
pation  and  delay  in  effective  date  are 
inapplicable. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  49 
CFS  Pact  385  is  amended  as  f  (fiows : 

1.  Section  385.2  is  amended  to  read 
as  follows: 

§  385.2  Delegation  of  authority. 

The  functions,  powers,  and  duties  of 
the  Federal  Highway  Administrator  to 
collect  and  to  compromise  claims  of  the 
United  States  for  civil  forfeitures  under 
section  232(h)  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act  (49  U.S.C.  322(h))  and  to 
suspend  and  terminate  actions  to  collect 
siich  clainns  are  delegated  to  the  Asso¬ 
ciate  Administrator  tar  Safety  with  re¬ 
spect  to  claims  of  $25,000  or  more  In  the 
aggregate,  and  to  the  Regional  Adminis¬ 
trators  with  respect  to  claims  of  less 
than  $25,000  in  the  aggregate.  The  As¬ 
sociate  Administrator  may  redelegate 
the  authority  delegated  to  him  by  this 
section  to  the  IXrector  of  the  Bureau  of 
Motor  Carrier  Safety,  but  he  may  not 
authorize  a  further  redelegation  of  this 
authority.  The  authority  delegated 
this  section  to  the  Regional  AdmlniEtra- 
tors  may  not  be  further  redelegated.  The 
Associate  Administrator  and  the  Re¬ 
gional  Administratocs  are  hereinafter 
referred  to  as  the  Claimant. 

§  385.3  [Amended] 

2.  Section  385.3  is  amended  by  de¬ 
leting  the  words  “Director  of  the  Bureau 
of  Motor  Carrier  Safety”  and  ‘DbreeW’ 
wherever  they  appear  in  paragraph  (a) 
and  substituting  the  word  “Claimant.” 
§  385.4  [AmendMl] 

3.  Section  385.4  Is  amended  by  de- 
IdJng  the  word  “Director”  In  paragraph 

(а)  (1)  and  (b)  (3)  and  substituting  the 
wm:d  “Claimant.” 

§  385.5  [Amended] 

4.  Section  385.5  is  ammded  by  de¬ 
leting  the  word  “Director’*  wherever  It 
appears  and  substltatlng  the  word 
“Ckdnant.’* 

§  385.6  [Amended] 

5k  Seetkm  385.5  la  amended  by  deleting 
the  word  “Dixcctor”  In  paragraphs  (a) 

(б)  and  (b)  end  substituting  the  word 
“dalmant” 
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(49  U.S.C.  304,  322;  31  U.S.C.  951-053;  dele¬ 
gations  of  authority  at  40  CFB  Part  89) 

Effective  date:  October  1,  1975. 

Issued  on  August  26,  1975. 

J.  R.  CouPAL,  Jr., 

Acting  Federal  Highway 
Administrator. 

[FR  Doc.76-23403  Piled  9-3-76;8:45  am) 

Title  50— Wildlife 

CHAPTER  I— U.S.  FISH  AND  WILDLIFE 
SERVICE.  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTE¬ 
RIOR 

PART  32— HUNTING  . 

Crab  Orchard  National  Wildlife  Refuge, 
Illinois 

The  following  special  regulation  Is  is¬ 
sued  and  is  effective  on  September  4, 
1975. 

§  32.22  Special  regulations;  upland 
game;  for  individual  wildlife  refuge 
ureas. 

iLLinOIS 

CRAB  ORCHARD  NATIONAL  'WILDLIFE  REFUGE 

Public  hunting  of  pheasants,  bobwhlte 
quail,  rabbits,  raccoons,  opossums, 
skimks,  weasels  and  crows  is  permitted 
in  accordance  with  the  seasons  and  lim¬ 
its  established  by  the  Illinois  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Conservation.  The  area  open  to 
hunting  writhin  Crab  Orchard  National 
Wildlife  Refuge  is  designated  by  green 
public  hunting  signs.  This  open  area  Is 
delineated  on  a  map  available  at  refuge 
headquarters,  Carterville,  Illinois  62918 
and  from  the  Regional  Director,  U.S. 
Fish  and  Wildlife  Service,  Federal  Build¬ 
ing,  Fort  Snelling,  Twin  Cities,  Minne¬ 
sota  55111. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplements  the  regulations  which 
govern  himtlng  on  wildlife  refuges  gen¬ 
erally  which  are  set  forth  in  Title  50, 
Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32, 
and  are  effective  through  February  28. 
1976. 

Darrell  D.  Uptegraft. 
icting  Project  Manager,  Crab 
Orchard  National  Wildlife 
Refuge,  Carterville,  III.  62918 

August  27,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-a3396  FUed  9-3-75;8:45  ami 

PART  32— HUNTING 
Kirwln  National  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kansas 


life  Refuge,  Kansas,  is  permitted  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  applicable  State  regula-  ^ 
tions,  only  on  the  area  designated  by 
signs  as  open  to  hunting.  This  open  area, 
comprising  3,700  acres,  is  delineated  on 
maps  available  at  refuge  headquarters,  5 
miles  west  of  Kirwln,  Kansas,  and  from 
the  Regional  Director,  Fish  and  Wildlife 
Service,  P.O.  Box  25486,  Denver  Fed¬ 
eral  Center,  Denver,  Colorado  80225. 

Himting  shall  be  in  accordance  with 
all  applicable  State  and  Federal  regula¬ 
tions  covering  the  hunting  of  ducks,  I 
geese,  and  coots  subject  to  the  following  ^ 
special  condition: 

(1)  Blinds — Temporary  blinds  con-  , 
structed  above  groimd  from  natural  vege-  ] 
tation  are  permitted.  Digging  of  holes  or  i 
pits  to  serve  as  blinds  is  prohibited. 

The  provisions  of  this  special  regula¬ 
tion  supplement  the  regulations  which 
govern  hunting  on  wildlife  refuge  areas 
generally  which  are  set  forth  In  Title 
50,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations.  Part  32. 

ELeith  S.  Hansen, 
Refuge  Manager,  Kirwin  No¬ 
tional  Wildlife  Refuge,  Kir¬ 
win,  Kansas. 

August  25.  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-23397  Filed  9-S-7S;8:45  am] 

Title  43— Public  Lands:  Interior 

CHAPTER  II— BUREAU  OF  LAND  MANAGE¬ 
MENT,  DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 
APPENDIX— PUBLIC  LAND  ORDERS 

[Public  Land  Order  6514;  ES-15143^ 

ALABAMA-MISSISSIPPI 

Boundary  Adjustments:  Desoto  and 
TalMega  National  Forests 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  24  of  the  Act  of 
March  3. 1891,  26  Stat.  1103,  as  amended, 
16  U.S.C.  471,  and  the  Aot  of  June  4, 1897, 
30  Stat.  34.  36;  16  UJS.C.  473,  and  pursu¬ 
ant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10355  of  May 
26,  1952  (17  FR  4831),  It  is  ordered  as 
follows: 

1.  Subject  to  VEkUd  existing  rights,  the 
following  described  lands  are  herein 
added  to  and  made  part  of  the  Talladega 
National  Forest,  and  hereafter  shall  be 
subject  to  all  laws  and  regulations  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  said  national  forest: 


'  St.  Stephens  Meridian 

T.  19  N.,  R.  11  E., 

Sec.  6,  NEV4NW»4,  part  of  the  NW»ANEV4 
more  particularly  described  as  beginning 
at  the  NE  comer  of  the  NE)4NW^, 
thence  due  east  4.44  chains  to  branch, 
thence  along  said  branch  S.  18*11*  W., 
1.41  chains,  thence  8.  28*00'  W.,  4.26 
chains,  thence  S.  22*13’  W..  6.29  chains 
to  a  point  on  the  west  boundary  of 
NWI4NEV4.  Uience  north  10  chains  to 
point  of  banning; 

Sec.  19,  WViNWVi. 

The  areas  described,  129.15  acres  in 
Dallas  County.  1,441.27  acres  In  Clay 
County,  and  2,722.59  acres  In  Cleburne 
Coimty,  aggregate  4,293.01  acres. 

2.  The  boundaries  of  the  DeSoto  Na¬ 
tional  F\>rest  and  the  Talladega  National 
Forest  are  hereby  adjusted  to  exclude 
the  following  described  lands: 

DeSoto  National  Forest 
St.  Stephens  Mebisian 


T.  1  N..  R.  17  W., 

Sec.  33.  NVii  of  lot  3. 

T.  3  8..  R.  9  W, 

Sec.  1,  SWV4NW%. 

T.  6  8..  R.  12  W, 

Sec.  32.  SV^NEVi,  NEV4SE^,  SEi4NW)4. 

T.  6  S..  R.  10  W., 

Sec.  24,  SE^SW^. 

The  areas  described,  211.00  acres  In 
Harrison  County,  46  acres  In  Marlon 
County,  and  40  acres  In  (George  County, 
aggregate  297.00  acres. 

Talladega  National  Forest 
huntsvilu  meridian 


T.  13  S.,  B.  12  E., 

Sec.  28,  NW^SEV4. 

T.  14  S..  R.  11  B.. 

Sec.  11.  NW)4NE%. 

T.  14  S.,  R.  12  E.. 

Sec.  22.  E)4SW%. 

The  areas  described  aggregate  approxi¬ 
mately  160.10  acres  in  Cleburne  County. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
August  27,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-23388  FUed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


[Public  Land  Order  5515; 

Oregon  9640  (Wash.)  ] 

WASHINGTON 

Withdrawal  for  National  Wildlife  Refuge: 
Revocation  of  Executive  Order  Nos. 
1959,  7594,  7595,  and  Public  Land  Or¬ 
der  Nos.  2249, 4148,  and  4889 


The  following  special  regulation  Is  is¬ 
sued  and  Is  effective  on  September  4, 
1975. 

§  32.12  Special  regulatioiis;  migratory 
game  birds;  fw  individual  wildlife 
refuge  areas. 

Kansas 

KIRWIN  national  WILDLIFE  REFUGE 
The  public  himtlng  of  ducks,  geese, 
and  coots  on  the  Kirwln  National  WUd- 


HUNTSVILLE  MERIDIAN 

T.  18  S.  B.  8  E.. 

Secs.  8  and  4; 

Sec.  5.  S^SE^; 

Sec.  8.  SV^,SV&SW%; 

Sec.  0; 

Sec.  10,  WV4; 

Sec.  16; 

Sec.  17,  E^,  NHlfW)4.  SE)4NW14, 

NEV4SW%: 

Sec.  20,  NE^.  N^SB^: 

Sec.  21,  WViNW)4. 


By  Virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Or¬ 
der  No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR 
4831) ,  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  tiie 
following  described  public  lands  are 
hereby  withdrawn  from  all  forms  of  ap- 
pr(H>rlation  under  the  public  land  laws, 
including  the  mining  laws.  30  UJS.C.  Cffi. 
2,  but  not  from  leasing  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws,  and  reserved  for  the  San 
Juan  Islands  National  Wildlife  Refuge: 
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Willamelle  Meridian 

(Asterisks  identify  legai  descriptions  of  surveyed  lands) 

(Legal  descriptions  apiiearing  in  parentheses  indicate  unsurveyed  lands,  and  sure  tentative.  The  nunil^rs  appearing 
to  the  left  of  the  names  arc  for  identification  purposes  only] 

No.  Name  Description  Remarks 


Two  unnamed  Islands,  0.6  acres.  7.  48‘’28'M"  N.,  122“49'36"  W.  (T.  36  Two  small  islands  directly  north- 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  32);  48“28'48"  east  of  Ram  Island. 

No.  122"49'42"  W.  (T.  36  N.,  R.  1 
W.,  sec.  82). 

48°27'67"  N.,  122°50'16"  W.  (T.  34  Known  as  Fortress  Island. 

N.,  R.  lW.,sec.  6). 

48°27'64"  N.,  1^49'64"  W.  (T.  34  Known  as  Skull  Island. 

N.,  R.  lW.,  sec.  8). 

48‘’27'46"  N.,  122“60'30"  W.  (T.  34  Known  as  Crab  Island. 

N.,  R.  1  W.,  .see.  7). 

48“24'48"  N.,  122°48'3f)"  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  IW.,  sec.  28). 

48=26'18"  N.,  122“49'16''  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  1  W.,soc.  21). 

48°26'27"  N.,  122“49'33"  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  20). 

48°26'08"  122“60'48"  W.  (T.  34 

N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  19). 

48°26'39"  N.,  122“60'18"  W,  (T.  34  Located  in  Hughes  Bay. 


Three  Islets  located  inunodiatcly 
west  of  Castle  Island. 

Kivown  as  Swirl  Island. 


3  Umianied  island,  3.2  acres... 

4  Unnamed  island,  0.6  acre _ 

6  . do . 

7  Davidson  Rock,  0.1  acre _ 

8  Castle  Island,  9.3  acres . 

9  3  unnamed  Islands,  3  acres. . 

U  Unnamed  Iriand,  1  acre..... 

12  Unnamed  rock  0.3  acre . 

13  4  uimamed  Islands,  3  acres. . 

14  3  unnamed  islands,  1  acre . . . 

18  Unnamed  rock,  0.8  acre _ 

10  3  unnamed  islets,  1  acre. ... 

20  13  unnamed  islands,  3  acres. 

23  Shark  Reef,  1  acre . 

24  Harbor  Rock,  0.6  acre . 

26  Unnamed  rock,  0.5  acre.... 

26*  Half  Tide  Rocks,  0.02  acre. 

27  7  unnamed  Islands,  1  acre.; . 


N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  20).  - 

48'>26'12"  N.,  122°61'88"’  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  2  W.,  sec.  24). 

48°26'09"  N.,  122°63'06"  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  2  W.,  sec  24). 

48‘’26'30"  N.,  122°54'06"  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  2  W.,  sec.  14). 


48‘’28'36"  N.,  122“6e'48"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  2  W.,  sec.  33)  (T.  34  N., 
R.2W.,8eo.  4). 

48®28'12"  N^  122“88'09"  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.2  W.,sec.8). 

48"28'18"  N.,  122“69'46"  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  3  W.,  sec.  1). 

48“28'45"  N.,  122*5»'64"  W.  T.  36 
N.,  R.  3  W.,  sec.  36,  lot  5. 

48“28'07"  N.,  123“03W'  W.  (T.  34 
N.,  R.  3  W.,  sec.  3). 


A  circular  island  200  yards  oSshore 
of  Lopez  Island,  with  three  bare 
isiands  nearby. 

Rocky  islets  extending  off  the 
south  end  of  a  small  point  60  to 
80  yards  from  Lopez  Isiand. 

Known  as  Round  Rock,  located 
about  376  yards  east  of  Charles 
Island  and  immediately  north 
east  of  Secar  Rock. 


located  off  the  south  shore  of 
Long  Island. 


Known  as  North  Pacific  Rock. 

Appears  as  two  rocks. 

A  series  of  seven  rocky  Islets  which 
are  part  of  a  long  reef  extending 
out  from  the  southwest  end  M 
Ban  Juan  Island. 


48°26'21"  N.,  122°56'03"  W.  (T.  34  Three  rocky  Islets  located  just 
N.,  R.  2  W.,  sec.  16).  offdiore  at  Long  Island. 

48'’26T8"  N.,  122“55'30"  W.  (T.  34  Thirteen  small  Islets  and  rocks 
N.,  R.  2  W.,  sec.  18). 


28* 

29 

30 

31 

32 

33 

34 
36 
36 
37* 
38* 

40 

41 

42 

43 

44 

46 
46* 

47 

48 


Low  Island,  0.5  acre . ♦ . 48®32'38''  N..  123°09’48"  W.  T.  35 

N..  R.  4  W.,  sec.  11,  lot  6. 

Unnamed  Island,  0.5  acre . 48°36'03"  N.,  123°10'00"  W.  (T.  36  Known  as  Pole  Island. 

N.,  R.  4  W.,  sec.  23). 

Barren  Island,  3  acres . 48'>37'24"  N.,  123°09'36"  W.  (T.  36 

N.,  R.  4  W.,  sec.  14). 

BatUeship  Island,  5  acres . 48^7'80"  N.,  123*11'00"  W.  (T.  36 

N.,  R.  4  W.,  seo.  10). 

Unnamed  rock,  OAacre...... _ _  48“38'27"  N.,  1B0°O9'21"  W.  (T.  36  Known  as  Sentinel  Rock. 

Center  Beef,  2  acres. . . 4«fe'12''' W.  (T,  36 

N.,  H.  4  W.,  see,  tfi. 

Gull  Reef,  OsS  acre . 48f^'16*'  N,,  W.  (T; 

Ripple  Island,  3i3  acres . 48l^^^"  N.,  W.  (T. 

Unnamed  reef,  0.5  aere. . W.  (T.  Known  as  Shag  Reef. 

Unnamed  island,  0.76  acro.i.. . W„  T.  Known  as  little  Rictus  Islands 

36  N.,  R.  rw,^.^lotR 

Gull  Rock,  1.34  acres....; . 48O39'06"  N-  123°05'»'  W.,  T. 

36  N.,  Ri  3  W.,.89Q.  ^lot  2.  ‘ 

White  Rooks,  1.5  acres...... . .48°«D'e6"  N.,  ES°at'12"  W.  (T.  CoailBts  of  <me  large  Island  and 

37  N.,  R.  3  W.,  see.  27>.  one  very  amaU  fsleL 

Mouatt  Reef,  2.6  acres . 48°41'06"  N.,  123*02'45''  W.  (T. 

87  N.,  R.  3  W.,  sec.  23). 

Bkiplack  Island,  20  acres . 48°44W'  N.,  123°02'00''  W.  (T. 

37  N.,  R.  3  W,,  sec.  2). 

Unnamed  Island,  0.5  acre . - _ 48“44'W'  N.,  l2yoi'42"  W.  (T. 

37  N.,  R.  3  W.,  sec.  1)  (T,  38  N„ 

R.  3  W.,  sec.  86). 

Clements  Reef,  0.6  acre . ;.....  48°46'39"  N.,  122“68'21"  W.  <T;  .  - 

38  N.,  R.  2  W.,  seo.  18). 

Unnamed  island,!  acre... 48*46' W'  N.,  122°62'8y'  W.  <Ti 

88  N.,  R.  2  W.,  sec.  24). 

Parker  Reef,  0.02  acre...i.=~.:;;..  48"4*'83’'  N.,  122*63'84^'  W.,  Tj 

87N..R.2W.,sec.l,h>tslanto  ^  _ .1 

The  Bisters,  eacros....;.;.^;.:..-...  4r41'»"  N.,  i22*46'24"  W.  (T.  The  Bisters  Islands  coiMlstodliiN 
87  N.,  R.  1 W.,  seo.  18).  „  islaiids  ar^  .. 

Unnamed  island,  2  acres _ ;;r...  48*41'24"  N.,  122*45'30"  W.  (Tv  Known  u  Uttle  nstw  Uandi 

37  N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  18). 
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No.  Name 


Description 


Bomarks 


68  Shag  Rock,  1  acre — . 

54  Flower  Island,  4.6  acres . 

65*  Willow  Island,  9.27  acres . 

56  Lawson  Rock,  2  acres . 

67  Pointer  Island,  1  acre . 

58  Black  Rock,  1  acre . 

59  3  unnamed  rocks,  0.5  acre . 

61  Unnamed  rock,  0.2  acre . 

62  South  Peapod  Rock,  1  acre . 

63  Peapod  Rocks,  1  acre . 

64  N orth  Peapod  Rock, 5.5acres . 

65  Eliza  Rock,  0.4  acre . 

66  Vltl  Rocks,  2.7  acres . 

67  Dot  Island,  2.5  acres.  . . 

68*  Unnamed  rock,  0.5  acre . 

70*  Low  Island,  1.31  acres _ 

71*  Unknown  island  group  and  assoc. 

unsurveged  rocks,  1.42  acres. 

73*  Unnamed  island,  0^2  acre . 

74  Unnamed  rocks,  0.2  acre . . 

76  Smith  Island,  62.8  acres. . . 

76  Minor  Island,  2.2  acres . 

77  Matla  Island,  146  acres . . 

78  Puffin  Island,  10  acres . 

79*  Turn  Island,  36.15  acres . 


48*35'33"  N.,  122*52'24"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  19). 

48°32'45"  N.,  122“51’06"  W.  (T.  35 
N.,  R.  1  W.,sec.7). 

48°32'26"  N.,  122°49'16"  W.  (T.  35 
N.,  B.  1  W.,  sec.  9,  lot  4). 

48'’3l'51"  N.,  122“47T5"  W.  (T.  35 
N.,  R.  1  W..  sec.  10). 

48“32T8"  N.,  122"46'51"  W.  (T.  35 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  11). 

48°32'48"  N.,  122°45'51"  W.  (T.  35 
N.,  R.  1  W.,3ec.2). 

48°35'12"  N.,  122°48'06"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  secs.  22,  27). 

48'36'09"  N.,  122“49'51"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  16). 

48°38'03"  N.,  122"45’27"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  1). 

48°38'24"  N.,  122°45'04"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  1  W.,  sec.  1)  (T.  36  N., 
R.  1  E.,  sec.  6). 

,  48“38'30"  N..  122*44'30"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  1  E..sec.  6). 

4go38'39"  N.,  i22“34'33"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  2E..  sec.  5). 

,  48°38'03"  N.,  122“37'12"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  1  E.,  secs.  I  and  12). 

.  48°32'00"  122°33'06"  W.  (T.  36 

N.,  R.  2  £.,  sec.  9). 

.  4S*35'64"  N.,  123°00'61"  W.  T.  36 
N.,  R.  3  W.,  sec.  24,  lot  8. 

.  48“38'21"  N.,  123*01 '27"  W.,  T.36 
N.,  R.  8W.,  sec.  24.  lot  7. 
48“38'38"  N.,  123*01'02"  W.,  T.  86 
N.,  R.  3  W..  sec.  24.  lots  6  and  6. 

.  48°88'02"  N.,  123°00'42"  W..  T.  36 
N.,  R.  3W.,  sec.  26.  lots. 

..  48*30'17"  N.,  123“00'22"  W.  (T.  36 
N.,  R.  3  W.,  sec.  26). 

..  48°19'09"  N.,  122’60'38"  W.  (T.  33 
N.,  R.lW.,sec.29). 

..  48“19'27"  N.,  122*4»'03"  W.  (T.  33 
N.,  R.lW.,sec.28). 

..  48"44'48"  N.,  122*60'00"  W.  (T.  38 
N .,  R.  1 W.,  secs.  29. 32,  and  33). 

..  48*44'42"  N..  122*49'13"  W.  (T.  38 
N.,  Raw., sec. 33). 

..  48*Sr06"  N.,  122"67'47"  W..  T.  35 
N..  R.  2  W.,  sec.  17.  lot  1;  sec.  18, 
lot  10. 


A  group  of  three  rocky  Islets  off  the 
nortbeest  shore  of  Blakely  Island. 
Rocky  islet  la  east  sound  of  Orcas 
Island,  and  1  mile  south  of  Buck 
Bay. 


A  group  of  three  islets  lying  be* 
tween,  north,  and  south  Pet^iod 
Rooks. 


Consists  of  one  large  Island  and  a 
small  islet  to  the  southeast. 

Consists  of  one  large  island  with  a 
small  Islet  immediately  to  the 
southwest. 

Known  as  Bird  Rock. 


Known  as  Nob  Island. 

Small  Islet  located  about  ISO  yards 
west  of  Shaw  Island. 

This  Is  a  group  of  bare,  rocky  islets 
located  about  200  yards  south  of 
Dinner  Island. 


80  Four  Bird  Rocks,  8  acres . 48"29'12"  N.,  122’45'M"  W.  (T.  35 

N.,  R.lW.,sec.88). 

81*  Three  Williamson  Rooks,  1.18  48“28'88"  N.,  122"42'18"  W.,  T.  34 
acres.  N.,  R.  IE.,  sec.  8,  lots  land  2. 

82  ColvlUe  Ishmd,  7  acres .  48*24'87"  N.,  122*49'18"  W.  (T.  84 

N.,  R.  lW..secs.28.29). 

83  Buck  Island,  1  acre . 48“27'00"  N..  122“66'12"  W.,  T.  84 

N.,  R.2W.,8ec.  10,  lot  7. 

84  Bare  Island,  8  acres . 48“43'48"  N„  123W48"  W.  (T.  87 

N,  R.  8  W.,  sec.  1). 


/ 
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The  areas  described  aggregate  388.32 
acres  in  Island,  €an  Juan,  Skagit,  and 
Whatcom  Counties. 

2.  Executive  Order  Nos.  1959  of  June  6, 
1914,  7594  and  7595  of  March  30.  1937. 
and  Public  Land  Order  Nos.  2249  of  De¬ 
cember  24,  1960,  4148  of  January  6.  1967, 
and  4889  of  September  3, 1970,  are  hereby 
revoked  insofar  as  they  affect  any  of  the 
islands  described  in  this  order. 

3.  The  withdrawal  made  by  this  order 
does  not  alter  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
United  States  Coast  Guard  over  the  lands 
for  lighthouse  purposes  as  provided  for 
by  Executive  Orders  of  July  9,  1875,  and 
July  15. 1875.  Nothing  in  this  order  shall 
be  construed  to  diminish  the  authority 
of  the  Coast  Guard,  pursuant  to  14  U.S.C. 
2  and  81,  and  Title  1  of  the  Ports  and 
Waterways  Safety  Act  of  1972  (33  U.S.C. 
1221) ,  or  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Admin¬ 
istration  to  use  the  area  designated  wil¬ 
derness  for  navigational  aid  and  mari¬ 
time  and  aviation  safety  purposes. 

Jack  O.  Horion, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

August  27, 1975. 

|FR  Doc.76-aee94  Filed  9-3-76;8:45  am] 


[Public  Laud  Order  S516;  liA-01593e8] 

CALIFORNIA 

Revocation  of  Air  Navigation  Site 
Withdrawal 

^  virtue  the  authority  contained  in 
section  4  of  the  Act  of  May  24,  1928,  45 
Stat.  729;  49  U.S.C.  214  (1970),  It  is 
ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  departmental  order  of  Septem¬ 
ber  27,  1935,  which  withdrew  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  lands  as  Air  Navigation 
Site  No.  99,  is  hereby  revoked: 

Sam  Bernaboino  Meridian 

T.  11  N..  R.  6  E., 

Sec.  6,  SEI4NW1A. 

T.  18  N.,  R.  11  E.. 

Sec.  19.  lots  1,  2, 

The  areas  described  aggregate  199.11 
acres  in  San  Bernardino  Coimty. 

The  lands  in  T.  11  N.,  R.  6  E.,  are  situ¬ 
ated  approximately  2^4  miles  southeast 
of  Port  Irwin;  those  in  T.  16  N.,  R.  11  E., 
are  about  5  miles  east  of  Fort  Irwin.  The 
lands  are  typical  desert  sands  with  some 
rocky  outcrops. 

2.  Subject  to  valid  existing  rights,  the 
provisions  of  existing  withdrawals,  and 
the  requirements  of  applicable  law.  at  10 
am.  on  Octc^r  2.  1975,  the  lands  shall 
be  open  to  operation  of  the  public  land 
laws  generally.  All  valid  applications  re¬ 
ceived  at  or  prior  to  10  am.  on  October 
2,  1975,  shall  be  considered  as  simul¬ 
taneous  filed  at  that  time.  The  lands 
have  been  and  continue  to  be  open  to  ap¬ 
plications  and  offers  under  the  mineral 
leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concamlng  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Bureau  of  Land 
Management.  Room  E)-2841,  Federal  Of¬ 


fice  Building,  2800  Cottage  Way,  Sacra¬ 
mento,  California  95825. 

,  Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  27,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-23391  PUed  9-3-76;8:45  am] 


[Public  Land  Order  6617;  Wyoming  22387]^ 

WYOMING 

Powersite  Restoration  No.  710;  Partial 
Revocation  of  PowersKe  Reserve  No.  5 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of  June 
25, 1910  (36  Stat.  847,  43  U.S.C.  141) .  and 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10355  of 
May  26.  1952  (17  FR  4831),  and  by  vir¬ 
tue  of  the  authority  contained  in  section 
24  of  the  Act  of  June  10,  1920,  as 
amended,  41  Stat.  1063, 1075-6;  16  U.S.C. 
818  (1970),  and  pursuant  to  the  deter¬ 
mination  of  the  Federal  Power  Commis¬ 
sion  in  DA-167-Wyomlng,  it  is  ordered 
as  follows: 

1.  The  Executive  Order  of  Jitfy  2, 1910, 
creating  Powersite  Reserve  No.  5  is  here¬ 
by  revoked  so  far  as  it  affects  the  follow¬ 
ing  described  land: 

Sixth  Principal  Meridian 

T.  36  N.,  R.  110  W., 

Bee.  20,  sa^8W>4. 

The  area  described  contains  49  acres  in 
Sublette  Coimty. 

2.  The  State  of  Wyoming  deeHned  to 
exercise  its  preference  right  of  apphea- 
tion  for  highway  rights-of-way  or  mate¬ 
rial  sites  as  provided  by  section  24  of 
the  Federal  Power  Act  of  June  10,  1920, 
supra,  when  notified  of  the  proposed  res¬ 
toration  of  the  land  from  powersite 
withdrawal. 

3.  At  10  a.m.  on  October  2.  1975,  the 
land  shall  be  open  to  the  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of  ex¬ 
isting  withdrawals,  and  the  requirements 
of  applicable  law.  AH  valid  applications 
received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on  October 
2. 1975,  shall  be  considered  as  simultane¬ 
ously  filed  at  that  time.  Thpse  received 
thereafter  shall  be  considered  in  the  or¬ 
der  of  filing. 

The  laiid  has  been  and  continues  to  be 
open  to  applications  and  offers  under  the 
mineral  leasing  laws,  and  to  location  un¬ 
der  the  United  States  mining  laws  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of  Au¬ 
gust  11.  1955,  69  Stat.  681,  SO  UB.C.  621. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  land  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Chiei,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations,  Bureau 
of  Land  Management.  Cheyenne,  Wyo¬ 
ming  82001. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  27,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-23395  PUed  9-3-76;8:46  am] 


[Public  Laud  Order  5618;  S-5042] 

CALIFORNIA 

Exclusion  of  Lands  From  National  Forest 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
President  by  section  1  of  the  Act  of 
June  4,  1897,  30  Stat.  34,  16  U.S.C.  473 
(1970) ,  and  pursuant  to  Executive  Order 
No.  10355  of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR  4831), 
it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

The  following  described  lands  are 
hereby  excluded  from  the  Six  Rivers  Na¬ 
tional  Forest,  and  the  boundaries  of  said 
national  forest  are  adjusted  accordingly : 

Humboldt  Meridian 
T.  16  N.,  R.  1  E., 

Sec.  26,  SV^NWV4; 

Sec.  27,  NW^^NE^4,  S»^NE^^. 

The  area  described  aggregates  ap¬ 
proximately  200  acres  of  privately  owned 
lands. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  27,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-23390  PUed  9-3-76; Si 46  am] 


[Pnbllc  Land  Order  8519] 

ALASKA 

Amendment  of  Public  Land  Orders  No. 

5175,  as  Amended,  No.  5180,  as  Amend¬ 
ed,  and  No.  5418 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  vested  in  the 
Secretary  of  the  Int^or  by  sections  11 
(a)  (3)  and  22(h)  (4)  of  the  Alaska  Na¬ 
tive  Claims  Settlement  Act  of  Deemn- 
ber  18.  1971,  85  Stat.  688,  696,  714  (here- 
tnafter  referred  to  as  the  “Act”),  and 
pursuant  to  Executive  Order  No.  10355 
of  May  26,  1952  (17  FR  4831),  It  is  ord¬ 
ered  as  follows: 

1.  Public  Land  Order  No.  5175  of 
March  9,  1972,  as  amended  by  Public 
Land  Order  No.  5191  of  March  17,  1972, 
Public  Land  Order  No.  5394  of  Septem¬ 
ber  14,  1973,  and  Public  land  Order  No. 
5438  of  October  24,  1974,  withdrawing 
lands  for  selection  under  section  12  of 
the  Act  by  the  village  corporations  and 
the  regional  corporation  for  the  approxi¬ 
mate  area  covered  by  the  operations  of 
the  Aleut  Corporation,  is  hereby  amended 
by  adding  the  following  described  lands 
to  paragraph  1  of  that  order: 

Seward  Meridian 

PROTRACTED  DESCRIPTIONS 

T.  50  S.,  R.  82  W.  (Fractional) 

T.  61  S.,  Rs.  83,  84  W.  (Fractional) 

Containing  approximately  21,120  acres. 

2.  The  lands  described  in  paragraph  1 
of  this  order  were  added  to  Public  Land 
Order  No.  5180  of  March  9, 1972,  by  Public 
Land  Order  No.  5418  of  March  25,  1974, 
for  classification  and  protection  of  the 
public  interest  in  lands.  These  lands  are 
hereby  deleted  from  Public  Land  Order 
No.  5180,  as  amended. 

3.  Prior  to  conveyance  of  any  of  the 
withdrawn  lands  to  any  village  or  re¬ 
gional  corporations,  the  lands  shall  be 
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subject  to  administration  by  the  Secre¬ 
tary  of  the  Interior  under  applicable  laws 
and  regulations,  and  his  authority  to 
make  contracts  and  to  grant  leases,  per¬ 
mits.  rights-of-way,  or  easements,  shall 
not  be  inmaired  by  siKh  withdrawal.  Ap¬ 
plications  for  leases  under  the  Mineral 
Leasing  Act  of  Fdsruary  25,  1920,  as 
amended,  30  U.S.C.  181-287  (1970),  will 
be  rejected  unless  the  lands  are  appro¬ 
priately  classified  to  permit  mineral 
leasing. 

Jack  O.  Hoeton, 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
August  27,  1975. 

(PR  Doc.75-23389  PUed  9-3-75:8:45  ami 

(Public  Land  Order  5620:  0-172591 

COLORADO 

Partial  Revocation  of  Stock  Driveway 
Withdrawals 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
In  section  10  of  the  Act  of  December  29, 
1916,  as  amended.  43  UB.C.  300  (1970), 
It  is  ordered  as  foUovrs: 

1.  The  departmental  orders  of  Novem¬ 
ber  17,  1917,  and  September  21,  1920, 
which  created  and  modified  Stock  Drive¬ 
way  Withdrawal  No.  5,  are  hereby  re¬ 
voked  so  far  as  they  affect  the  following 
described  lands: 

Sixth  Principai.  Meridian 

T.  3  N.,  R.  76  W., 

Sec.  20,  WV^Vy^; 

Sec.  28.  SW^SWVi: 

Sec.  29.  WJ/aNW^,  Ny^SW^.  SE«4SWV4, 
SVaSE^; 

Sec.  82.  NVaNE^; 

Sec.  33.  NW%NWV4.  Sy*NW14.  NE^SWVi- 
Containing  720  acres  In  Grand  County. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  October  3.  1975,  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  in’ovlslons  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the  require¬ 
ment  of  applicable  law.  All  valid  appli¬ 
cations  received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m.  on 
October  3,  1975,  shall  be  considered  as 
simultaneously  filed  at  that  time.  Those 
received  thereafter  shall  be  considered 
in  the  order  of  filing. 

The  land  has  been  and  continues  to 
be  open  to  the  filing  of  applications  and 
offers  under  the  mineral  leasing  laws, 
and  to  location  and  entry  under  the 
United  States  mining  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  the  CThief.  Division  of 
Technical  Services,  Bureau  of  Land 
Mant^ement,  Colorado  State  OfBce, 
Denver,  Colorado, 

Jack  O.  Hcmitoh', 

Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 
August  28,  1975. 

(PR  Doo.76-33392  File*  9-3-75:8:45  am] 

[Public  Land  Order  6521,  MM-13338] 
NEW  MEXICO 

Revocation  of  Reclamation  Withdrawal 

By  virtue  of  the  authority  contained 
In  section  3  of  the  Act  of  June  17,  1902. 


as  amended  and  supplemented,  43  n.S.C. 
416  (1970),  it  is  ordered  as  follows: 

1.  The  Secretary’s  Order  of  January  4, 
1943,  withdrawing  the  following  de¬ 
scribed  lands  for  the  State  Line  Reser¬ 
voir  Site,  La  Plata  Project,  is  hereby 
revoked: 

Principal  Meridian 
T.  32  N.,  R.  13  W.. 

Sec.  9,  lot5,SC>ASEV4; 

Sec.  10.  lot  5,  SEl^SE«4: 

Sec.  11,  lot  8; 

Sec.  14,  w^wy,: 

Sec.  15,EV4Ey2.  WViSWV4- 

The  areas  described  aggregate  538.56 
acres  in  San  Juan  County. 

The  lands  lie  approximately  16  miles 
north  of  the  town  of  Farmington.  They 
are  rough  and  mountainous  with  numer¬ 
ous  arroyos  to  rolling  hills  and  fiat.  The 
soils  are  mostly  sandy  loams  to  volcanic 
gravels  mixed  with  caliche.  The  vegeta¬ 
tion  varies  from  pinon-junipw,  sage¬ 
brush,  rabbit  brush,  and  native  shrubs 
to  grasses. 

2.  At  10  a.m.  on  October  3,  1975,  the 
lands  shall  be  open  to  operation  of  the 
public  land  laws  generally,  subject  to 
valid  existing  rights,  the  provisions  of 
existing  withdrawals,  and  the  require¬ 
ments  of  applicable  law.  All  valid  appli¬ 
cations  received  at  or  prior  to  10  a.m. 
on  October  3,  1975,  shall  be  considered 
as  simultaneously  filed  at  that  time. 
Those  received  thereafter  shall  be  con¬ 
sidered  in  the  order  of  filing. 

3.  The  lands  will  be  open  to  location 
under  the  United  States  mining  laws  at 
10  ajn.  on  October  3.  1975.  They  have 
been  and  will  continue  to  be  open  to  ap¬ 
plications  and  offers  imder  the  mineral 
leasing  laws. 

Inquiries  concerning  the  lands  should 
be  addressed  to  CTiief,  Division  of  Tech¬ 
nical  Services,  Bureau  of  Land  Man¬ 
agement,  Santa  Fe,  New  Mexico  87501. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Interior. 

August  28,  1975. 

[PR Doc.75-23393  PUed  9-3-75:8:46  am] 

Title  7 — Agriculture 

CHAPTER  IX— AGRICULTURAL  MARKET¬ 
ING  SERVICE  (MARKETING  AGREE¬ 
MENTS  AND  ORDERS;  FRUITS,  VEGE¬ 
TABLES,  NUTS),  DEPARTMENT  OF 
AGRICULTURE 

(Valencia  Orange  Reg.  514] 

PART  908— VALENCIA  ORANGES  GROWN 
IN  ARIZONA  AND  DESIGNATED  PART 
OF  CALIFORNIA 

Limitation  of  Handling 

This  regulation  fixes  the  quantity  of 
Callfomia-Arlzona  Valencia  oranges 
that  may  be  shipped  to  fresh  market 
diirlng  the  we^ly  regulation  period 
Sept.  5-11,  1975.  It  is  Issued  pursuant 
to  the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  and  Marketing 
Order  No.  908.  The  quantity  of  Valencia 
oranges  so  fixed  was  arrived  at  afttf 
consideration  of  the  total  available  sup¬ 
ply  of  Valencia  oranges,  the  quantity  of 
Valencia  oranges  currently  available  for 


market,  the  fresh  market  demand  for 
Valencia  oranges.  Valencia  orange  prices, 
and  the  relationship  of  season  average 
returns  to  the  pari^  price  for  Valencia 
oranges. 

§  908.814  Valencia  Orange  Regulation 
514. 

(a)  Findings.  (1)  Pursuant  to  tite  mar¬ 
keting  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Or¬ 
der  No.  908,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part 
908) ,  regulating  the  handling  of  Valen¬ 
cia  oranges  grown  in  Arizona  and  desig¬ 
nated  part  of  California,  effective  under 
the  applicable  provisions  of  the  Agricul¬ 
tural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of  1937, 
as  amended  (7  UB.C.  601-674) ,  and  upon 
the  basis  of  the  recommendations  and 
information  submitted  by  the  Valencia 
Orange  Administrative  Committee,  es¬ 
tablished  imder  the  said  amended  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  and  upon 
other  available  information,  it  is  hereby 
found  that  the  limitation  of  handling  of 
such  Valencia  oranges,  a«  hereinafter 
provided,  will  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act. 

(2)  The  need  for  this  section  to  limit 
the  respective  quantities  of  Valencia 
oranges  that  may  be  marketed  from  Dis¬ 
trict  1,  District  2.  and  District  3  during 
the  ensuing  week  stems  from  the  produc¬ 
tion  and  mai^eting  situation  confront¬ 
ing  the  Valencia  orange  industry. 

(1)  The  committee  has  submitted  its 
recommendation  with  respect  to  the 
quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  that 
should  be  marketed  during  the  next  suo- 
ceeding  week.  Such  recommendation,  de¬ 
signed  to  provide  equity  of  marketing 
opportunity  to  handlers  in  all  districts, 
resulted  from  consideration  of  the  fac¬ 
tors  enumerated  in  the  order.  The  com¬ 
mittee  further  reports  that  the  fre^ 
market  demand  for  Valencia  oranges 
continues  to  improve.  Prices  f.o.b.  aver¬ 
aged  $3.70  per  carton  on  a  reported  sales 
volume  of  650,000  cartons  last  week,  com¬ 
pared  with  an  average  f.o.b.  price  of 
$3.49  per  carton  and  sales  of  542,000 
cartons  a  week  earlier.  Track  and  rolling 
supplies  at  243  cars  were  up  24  cars  from 
last  week. 

(il)  Having  considered  the  recommen¬ 
dation  and  information  submitted  by  the 
committee,  and  other  available  informa¬ 
tion,  the  Secretary  finds  that  the  respec¬ 
tive  quantities  of  Valencia  oranges  which 
may  be  handled  should  be  fixed  as  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth. 

(3)  It  is  hereby  further  found  that  it 
is  impracticable  and  ccmtrary  to  the  pub-' 
lie  Interest  to  give  preliminary  notice, 
engage  in  public  rule-making  procedure, 
and  postpone  the  effective  date  of  this 
section  until  30  dasrs  after  pihllcation 
hereof  in  the  Fkoeral  Register  (5  UB.C. 
553)  because  the  time  Intervening  be¬ 
tween  the  date  when  information  upon 
which  this  section  Is  based  became  avail¬ 
able  and  the  time  when  this  section  must 
become  effective  in  order  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act  is  insuffi¬ 
cient,  and  a  reasonable  time  is  permitted, 
under  the  circumstances,  for  preparation 
for  such  effective  time;  and  good  cause 
exists  for  making  the  provisions  hereof  , 
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effective  as  hereinafter  set  forth.  The 
committee  held  an  opoi  meeting  during 
the  current  week,  after  giving  due  notice 
thereof,  to  consid^  supply  and  market 
conditions  for  Valencia  oranges  and  the 
need  for  r^ulation;  interested  perscms 
v;ere  afforded  an  opportunity  to  submit 
information  and  views  at  this  meeting; 
the  recommendation  and  supporting  in¬ 
formation  for  regulation  during  the  pe¬ 
riod  specified  herein  were  promptly  sub¬ 
mitted  to  the  Department  after  such 
meeting  was  held;  the  provisions  of  this 
section,  including  its  effective  time,  are 
identical  with  the  aforesaid  recommen¬ 
dation  ol'.the  committee,  and  informa¬ 
tion  concerning  such  provisions  and  ef¬ 
fective  time  has  been  disseminated 
among  handlers  of  such  Valencia 
oranges;  it  is  necessary,  in  order  to  ef¬ 
fectuate  the  declared  p^icy  cff  the  act, 
to  make  this  section  effective  (hiring  the 
period  herein  specified;  and  complian(;e 
with  this  section  will  not  require  any 
special  preparation  on  the  part  of  per¬ 
sons  subject  hereto  which  cannot  be  com- 
iHeted  on  or  before  the  effective  date 
hereof.  Such  committee  meeting  was 
hdd  on  Septemb^  2,  1975. 

(b)  Order.  (1)  The  respective  (juanti- 
ties  of  Valencia  oranges  grown  in  Ari¬ 
zona  and  designated  part  of  California 
which  may  be  handled  during  the  period 
September  5,  1975,  through  SepinnbCT 
11,  1975,  are  hevehy  fixed  as  fellows: 

(1)  Dtetrlet  1:  233,000  eartons; 

(ii)  Dlslrtct  2:  517,000  cartons; 

Uli)  Dishrlcl  3:  DUBaaRed  movement.” 

(2)  As  used  in  this  seetloB,  “handled”, 
“Dtetrie*  r\  “Dtelriot  2”,  “Distric*  T’, 
and  “carton”  have  the  same  aaeaning  as 
whm  uaed  in  said  axnended  marketing 
agreement  and  order. 

(Sees.  1-19,  48  Stat.  81,  as  amended;  7  U.S.C. 
eOl-874) 

Dated;  September  3.  1975. 

Charles  R.  Braser, 
Deputif  Director,  FnUt  and 
Veoetdble  DMsion,  Agricvl- 
tural  Marketing  Service. 
ira  Doc.75-23717  PUed  9-^75;12:00  pm) 

Title  14 — ^Aeronautics  and  Space 

CHAPTER  II— CIVIL  AERONAUTICS 
BOARD 

(Beguletkm  OR-99,  Arndt.  47] 

PART  38S— DELEGATION  AND  REVIEW 
OF  ACTION  UNDER  DELEGATION;  NON¬ 
HEARING  MATTERS 

Delegations  of  Authority  to  Director,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operating  Riglits,  Concerning 
One-Stop-Inclusiwe  Tour  Charters  and 
Special  Event  Charters 

Adcvted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  In  Washington,  D.C„ 
August  29, 1975. 

Part  385  the  Board’s  Organization 
Regulations  (14  C?FR  Part  385)  sets  forth 
delegations  of  authority  from  the  Board 
to  various  mraibers  of  the  staff.  Inifiuded 
among  the  delegations  are  several  to  the 
DIrectar,  Burean  of  Operating  Rights, 
coneaned  with  the  administrati(Xi  of  the 
Board’s  charter  rules.  Thus,  for  example, 
the  Director  has  delegated  authority  to 
grant  or  deny  requests  for  waivers  of  the 


several  charter  rules  in  cases  where  there 
is  ^tablished  Board  precedent  for  such 
action  (9  385.13 ((»:)) ;  and  he  also  has 
delegated  authority  to  reject  or  accept 
various  filings  recmired  pursuant  to  Parts 
372a,  373,  and  378  of  the  Board’s  Special 
Regxilations  (14  CFR  Parts  372a,  373, 
and  378)  concerned  with  Travel  Group 
Charters,  Study  Group  Cfiiarters,  and  In¬ 
clusive  Tour  Charters,  respectively 
(§  386.13  (ff) ) .  Recently,  by  SPR-85,  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1975,  the  Board  adopted  a  new 
Part  378a  of  its  Special  Regulations  (14 
CFR  Part  378a) ,  establishing  a  new  type 
of  inclusive  tour  charter  designated  as 
a  One-stop -inclusive  Tour  Charter 
(OTC),  of  which  a  subtype  is  the  Spe¬ 
cial  Event  Charter  (SEC).  The  purpose 
of  the  within  amendments  is  to  include 
within  the  various  delegations  to  the 
Director,  Bureau  of  Operating  Rights, 
concerned  with  the  administration  of  the 
various  charter  rules,  appropriate  refer¬ 
ences  to  Part  378a.  In  addition,  in  order 
to  facilitate  administration  of  the  new 
rules,  we  have  determined  to  delegate 
to  the  Director  authority  to  grant  or 
deny  an  application  by  a  direct  air  car¬ 
rier  for  a  Statement  of  Authorization  to 
operate  an  SEC  pursuant  to  S  378a.l07. 

Because  the  amendments  being 
adopted  herein  are  rules  of  agency  or¬ 
ganization,  the  Board  finds  that  notice 
and  public  procedure  are  not  required, 
and  the  rule  may  be  effeetlve  September 
13,  1975,  whkdi  win  also  be  the  effective 
date  of  Part  378a. 

In  coBstderation  of  the  foregoing,  the 
Board  hereby  anends  Part  386  of  the 
Organization  Regulations  (14  CFR  Part 
38S)  effective  S^tember  13.  1975,  as 
follows; 

1.  Amend  the  Introductory  paragraph 
of  §  385.13  (v)  and  (v)  (2) ,  to  read  In 
part  as  foUows: 

§  385.13  Ddegation  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Operating  Rights. 

*  •  *  •  • 

(V)  With  respect  to  study  group 
charters,  inclusive  tour  charters,  and/or 
one-stop-lncluslve  temr  charters  (In- 
cliuling  fecial  event  charters)  per¬ 
formed  under  Parts  373,  378,  and  378a  of 
this  charter,  respectively; 

(!)••• 

(2)  Grant  or  deny  waivers  of  the  re¬ 
spective  filing  time  requlr^ents  of  Parts 
373,  378,  and  378a  of  this  chapter. 

2.  Amend  9  385.13(cc)  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

§  385.13  Delegation  to  die  Director, 
Burean  of  Operating  Rights. 

•  •  •  *  • 

(cc)  Grant  or  deny  requests  for  waiver 
of  Parte  207,  208,  212,  214,  372,  372a,  373, 
378.  and  378a  at  this  chipter,  where 
grant  or  doilal  at  the  request  is  In  ac¬ 
cordance  with  established  Board  prec¬ 
edent. 

8.  Amend  9  385.13(ff)  to  read  as  fbl- 
lows: 

S  385.13  Ddcgadan  to  the  Director, 
Bureau  of  Operating  Rights. 

*  •  •  *  • 

(If)  Reject  at  sme^t  filings  made 
with  respect  to  travel  group  charters. 


study  group  charters.  Inclusive  tour 
charters,  and  one-stop-inclusive  tour 
(Alters,  pursuant  to  99  372a.22(a) , 
373.10(b),  378.10(a),  and  378a.25(a)  (1) , 
respective,  and  to  permit  amended 
filings  refiecting  changes  of  such  study 
group  charters,  inclusive  tour  charters, 
and  one-stop-inchisive  tour  charters,  to 
become  effective  prior  to  the  expiration 
of  the  15-day  waiting  period  prescribed 
by  91  373.10(b),  378.10(b),  and  378a.25 
(a)  (2),  respectively. 

4.  Amend  §  385.13  by  adding  a  new  par¬ 
agraph  (il)  to  read  as  follows; 

§  385.13  Delegation  to  the  Director, 

Bureau  of  Operating  Rights. 

«  •  •  •  * 

(ii)  Grant  or  deny  applications  for  a 
Statement  of  Authorization  to  operate 
special  event  charters  pursuant  to 
§  378a.l07. 

(Sec.  204<a)  of  the  Federal  Aviation  Act  of 
1958,  as  amended,  72  Stat.  743;  40  n.S.C. 
1324.  Reorganization  Plan  No.  3  of  1961,  75 
Stat.  837,  26  PR  5989,  49  VS.C.  1324  (note) ) 

By  the  Cfivil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[SEAL]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-23451  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  ami  ’ 

Title  10 — Energy 

CHAPTER  I— NUCLEAR  ENERGY 
COMMISSION 

PART  50— LICENSING  OF  PR(X>UCTION 
AND  UTILBATiON  FACtLITTBS 

Application  of  Cost-Benefit  Ana^sis  Re¬ 
quirements  of  AppeniTix  I  to  Certain  Nu¬ 
clear  Power  Plants 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
has  ad(H>ted  amendments  to  Appendix 
I  of  10  CFR  Part  50.  AiH>endix  I  sets 
forth  numerical  guides  for  design  objec¬ 
tives  and  limiting  conditions  for  opera¬ 
tion  to  meet  the  criterion  “as  low  as 
practicable”  for  radioactive  material  in 
light-water-cooled  nuclear  power  re¬ 
actor  efQuents.  The  amendments  provide 
persons  who  have  filed  applicatiems  for 
ccmstruction  permits  for  light-water- 
cooled  nuclear  power  reactors  which 
were  docketed  on  or  after  January  2, 
1971,  and  prior  to  Jime  4,  1976,  the 
option  of  dispensing  with  the  cost-b^efit 
analysis  required  by  Paragnqih  I1.D  of 
Appendix  I  if  the  proposed  or  installed 
radwaste  systems  amd  equipment  satisfy 
the  Guides  on  Design  Objectives  for 
IJght-Water-C<X)led  Nuclear  Power  Re¬ 
actors  proposed  by  the  regulatory  staff 
in  the  rul^aklng  proceeding  on  Appen¬ 
dix  I  (Docket-RM-50-2) . 

Paragraph  n.D  requires  each  applicant 
for  a  permit  to  construct  a  light-water- 
cooled  nuclear  power  reactor  to  submit 
a  cost-benefit  analysis  of  additional  rad¬ 
waste  systems  and  equipment  that  could 
reduce  the  radiation  dose  to  the  popula¬ 
tion  reasonably  expected  to  be  within 
50  miles  (ff  the  reactor.  In  this  cost-bene¬ 
fit  analysis,  the  values'  $1000  per  total 
body  man-rem  and  $1000  per  man- 
thyroid-rem  (or  such  lesser  values  as 
may  be  demonstrated  to  be  suitaUe  in  a 
particular  case)  are  required  to  be  used. 
The  requirements  of  Paragraph  n.D  em- 
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body  an  approach  somewhat  (Afferent 
from  the  proposed  Appendix  I  published 
for  comment  on  June  9,  1971  (36  FR 
11113). 

After  a  lengthy  Appendix  I  rulemaking 
proceeding  initiated  in  1971  which  was 
conducted  by  the  former  Atomic  Energy 
Commission,  the  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  which  was  assigned  the  re¬ 
sponsibility  of  carrying  out  the  licensing 
and  related  regulatory  functions  of  the 
Atomic  Energy  Commission  by  the 
Energy  Reorganization  Act  of  1974  (ef¬ 
fective  January  19,  1975),  adopted  on 
May  5,  1975,  a  new  Appendix  1  to  Part 
50  (40  FR  19439) . 

Appendix  I  provides  numerical  guides 
for  design  objectives  and  limiting  condi¬ 
tions  for  operation  for  light-water-cooled 
nuclear  power  reactors  to  keep  radio¬ 
activity  in  effluents  as  low  as  practicable. 
All  Commission  licensees  are  required  by 
10  C^FR  Part  20  to  make  every  reasonable 
effort  to  maintain  radiation  exposures, 
and  releases  of  radioactive  materials  in 
effluents  to  unrestricted  areas,  as  far 
below  Part  20  limits  as  practicable.  The 
definition  of  “as  low  as  practicable"  in 
both  10  CFR  S$  20.3(c)  and  50.34a(a) 
includes  consideration  of  the  economics 
of  improvements  in  relation  to  the  public 
health  and  safety. 

Appendix  1  as  adopted  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion  provides  in  Section  II — in  addition 
to  design  objectives  for  annual  doses  for 
any  individual  in  an  unrestricted  area 
from  both  liquid  and  gaseous  effluents, 
including  radioactive  iodine  and  radio¬ 
active  material  in  particulate  form — a 
further  requirement  that  the  applicant 
include  in  the  radwaste  system  all  items 
of  reasonably  demonstrated  technology 
that,  when  added  to  the  system  sequen¬ 
tially  and  in  order  of  diminishing  cost- 
ben^t  ratio,  effect  reductions  in  dose 
to  the  population  reasonably  expected 
to  be  within  50  miles  of  the  reactor.  As 
an  interim  measure  and  until  establish¬ 
ment  and  adoption  of  better  values  (or 
other  appropriate  criteria),  the  values 
$1000  per  total  body  man-rem  and  $1000 
per  man-thyroid-rem  (or  such  lesser 
values  as  may  be  demonstrated  to  be 
suitable  in  a  particular  case)  are  to  be 
used  in  this  cost-benefit  analysis.  A  rule- 
making  hearing  is  planned  at  the  earliest 
practicable  date  to  establish  more  ap¬ 
propriate  monetary  values  for  the  worth 
of  reduction  of  radiation  doses  to  the 
population. 

The  design  objectives  proposed  by  the 
staff  in  the  rulemaking  proceeding  on 
Appendix  I  included  spedfications  on  the 
total  radioactivity  released  (5  curie/per 
year  reactor  for  liquid  effluents,  excluding 
tritium  and  dissolved  gases;  and  1  curie/ 
per  year  per  reactor  of  radioiodine^lSl) 
and  a  5  miUlrem  limitation  on  the  anmiid 
whole  body  dose  to  Individuals  at  or 
beyond  the  site  boundary  from  all  path¬ 
ways  of  exposiu*e.  Because  the  former 
criterion  used  by  the  staff  that  each 
plant  meet  those  design  objectives  has 
led  to  the  pr(H)06ed  or  actual  installa¬ 
tion  of  radwaste  systons  and  equlinnent 


that  reduce  to  low  levels  the  total  activ¬ 
ity  in  effluent  releases  or  expected  effluoit 
releases  from  such  plants,  the  application 
vff  the  $1000  per  man-rem  criterion  ^e- 
cified  in  Paragraph  n.D  of  Appendix  I  to 
these  or  similarly  designed  plants  is  un¬ 
likely  to  result  in  radwaste  equipment 
augmentation. 

Cost-benefit  analyses  by  the  NRC  staff 
of  applications  for  construction  permits 
for  Ught-water-cooled  nuclear  power  re¬ 
actors  filed  and  reviewed  since  1971  in 
accordance  with  those  design  objectives 
show  that  for  boiling  water  reactors,  ad¬ 
ditional  radwaste  equipment  cannot  be 
added  for  less  than  $1000/man-rem. 
Therefore,  in  general,  boiling  water  re¬ 
actors  that  have  radwaste  systems  and 
equipment  that  meet  those  proposed  de¬ 
sign  objectives  will  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  n.D  of  Appendix  L 
Similar  cost-benefit  analyses  have  shown 
that  pressurized  water  reactors  whose 
radwaste  systems  have  been  evaluated 
and  found  acceptable  under  those  de¬ 
sign  objectives  also  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  n.D  of  Appendix  I. 

Basic  assumptions  used  in  these 
analyses  were:  (1)  Iodine-131  in  gaseous 
releases  was  the  only  release  considered, 
since  this  is  the  dominant  factOT  in  the 
cost-benefit  analyses;  (2)  boiling  water 
reactor  condenser  offgas  and  pressurized 
water  reactor  waste  gas  treatment  sys¬ 
tems  were  considered  to  be  augmented  in 
order  to  meet  the  individual  dose  guide¬ 
lines  proposed  by  the  staff  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  I  rulemaking  proceeding;  (3)  a  re¬ 
lease  of  1  cmie  of  iodlne-131  results  in  a 
population  exposure  of  100  man-thyroid- 
rem.  The  assumption  that  iodine- 131  in 
gaseous  releases  is  the  dominant  factor 
is  based  on  the  results  of  staff  evalua¬ 
tions,  reported  in  draft  and  final  environ¬ 
mental  impact  statements,  of  proposed 
light-water-cooled  nuclear  power  re¬ 
actors  for  which  applications  for  con¬ 
struction  permits  were  docketed  since 
1971.  Hie  total  body  man-rem  associated 
with  noble  gas  and  liquid  releases  for 
radwaste  systems  and  equipment  found 
acceptable  under  the  design  objectives 
proposed  by  the  staff  were  small,  l.e.,  less 
than  10  man-rem  for  the  annual  noble 
gas  relecuses  and  less  than  5  man-rem 
for  the  annual  liquid  releases  in  almost 
all  cases.  As  a  consequence,  it  can  reason¬ 
ably  be  concluded  that  reduction  of  pop¬ 
ulation  dose  by  augmentation  of  the 
noble  gas  and  liquid  radwaste  treatment 
systems  was  not  likely  to  be  achieved 
without  exceeding  the  $1000/man-rem 
criterion, 

A.  BoHing  Water  Reactor  Cost-Bene¬ 
fit  Analyses.  Sources  of  radioiodine  re¬ 
leases  in  bcfillng  water  reactors  are: 

1.  Reactor  buUding  vent. 

2.  AuzUlary  btiUding  vent. 

3.  Radwaste  buUdlng  vent. 

4.  Turbine  btiildlng  vent. 

8.  Turbine  gland  seal  condenser  exhaust. 

6.  Mala  condenser  vacuiun  pump. 

7.  Ckmdenser  air  ejector  exhaust. 

Hie  last  source  was  assumed  to  be 
treated  such  that  the  iodine-131  release 


Is  negligible  compared  with  the  other 

sources. 

Additional  radwaste  equipment  con¬ 
sidered  Included;  charcoal  adsorbers  for 
building  ventilation  exhaust  (Sources  1, 

2.  3,  6)  and  equipment  for  clean  sealing 
steam  for  the  turbine  gland  seal  exhaust 
and  for  sealing  valve  stems  in  the  steam 
system  (Sources  4.  5).  The  (marcoal  ad¬ 
sorbers  reduce  the  iodlne-131  release  to 
approximately  10%  of  the  expected  re¬ 
lease  without  the  filters.  The  tuibine 
gland  seal  condenser  exhaust  releases 
can  be  reduced  to  negligible  levels  by  the 
use  of  clean  steam.  Releases  from  the 
turbine  building  vent  can  be  teduced  ap¬ 
proximately  80%  by  using  clean  steam 
on  valves,  2. 5 -in.  and  larger,  in  the  tur¬ 
bine  building. 

The  cost  of  the  additional  equipment 
is  greater  than  the  benefit  of  r^uced 
population  exposure  (at  $1000/man-rem) 
in  all  cases.  Accordingly,  such  additional 
equipment  for  boiling  water  reactors 
would  not  be  justified  according  to  the 
criterion  of  Section  n.D  of  Appendix  I. 

B.  Pressurized  Water  Reactor  Cost- 
Benefit  Analyses.  Sources  of  iodlne-131 
releases  in  pressurized  water  considered 
were: 

1.  (Containment. 

2.  Auxiliary  buQding  vent. 

3.  Turbine  biUlding  vent. 

4.  Condenser  air  ejector  exhaust. 

5.  Blowdown  flash  tank  vent. 

Reduction  in  released  activity  can 
be  achieved  with  charcoal  adsorbers 
(Sources  1. 2, 4) ,  with  clean  sealing  steam 
for  valves  (Source  3) ,  and  by  installation 
of  a  piped  blowdown  flash  tank  vent  to 
the  nialn  condenser  or  feedwater  heater 
(Source  5) .  As  with  boiling  water  reac¬ 
tors.  charcoal  adsorbers  can  reduce  the 
activity  approximately  90  per  cent.  Clean 
sealing  steam  effects  an  80%  reduction 
in  releases.  Hie  blowdown  flash  tank 
vent  source  can  be  eliminated  by  rout¬ 
ing  the  release  to  the  main  condenser  or 
feedwater  heater. 

With  respect  to  the  pressurized  water 
reactor  containment  as  a  source  of  efflu¬ 
ent  release,  the  estimated  cost  of  char¬ 
coal  adsorbers  was  based  upon  a  plant 
having  a  low  volume  purge  system  in  the 
initial  design  stage.  Charcoal  adsorbers 
cannot  be  installed  in  plants  which  have 
a  high  volume  purge  system  for  less  than 
$1000/man-rem.  Most  pressurized  water 
reactors  for  which  license  sqiplications 
have  been  docketed  after  January  2. 1971, 
fall  into  this  latter  category.  Those  which 
have  a  low  volume  purge  system  are  lo¬ 
cated  on  sites  where  the  reduction  in 
population  exposure  is  less  than  100  man- 
rem  per  curie  of  iodine-131,  so  that  the 
cost  of  installation  of  charcoal  adsorbers 
is  greater  than  $1000/man-rem. 

Based  on  the  foregoing,  there  is  no 
need,  on  a  cost-benefit  basis,  to  apply  the 
requirements  of  Paragraph  n.D  of  Ap¬ 
pendix  I  of  Part  SO  to  those  Ught-water- 
cooled  nuclear  *power  reactors  having 
radwaste  systems  and  equipment  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  acceptable  under  the  pro- 


i 
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poaed  staff  design  objectives.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  Paragraph  nX)  of  AMiendix  I  has 
been  amended  to  specify  that  persons 
who  have  filed  applications  for  construc¬ 
tion  permits  for  Ught-water-cooled  power 
reactors  which  were  docketed  on  or  after 
January  2.  1971,  and  larior  to  June  4, 
1976.  need  not  comply  with  the  cost- 
beneOt  requirements  of  that  paragraph 
if  the  radwaste  systems  and-^uipment 
described  in  the  preUminary  or  final 
safety  analysis  report  and  amendments 
ther^  satisfy  the  design  objectives  ixn- 
posed  by  the  staff  in  the  Appoidix  I  inile- 
making  proceeding. 

Because  the  amendments  will  result  in 
no  appreciable  change  In  the  population 
exposure  from  the  affected  plants  than 
would  result  if  the  amendments  were  not 
IMomulgated.  the  Commission  has  found 
that  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
public  procedure  thereon  are  unneces¬ 
sary.  Since  the  amendments  relieve  from 
restrictions  imposed  under  regulations 
currently  in  effect,  they  may,  pursuant  to 
5  U.S.C.  553,  become  effective  immedi¬ 
ately. 

Pursuant  to  the  Atomic  Energy  Act  of 
1954,  as  amended,  the  Energy  Reorgani¬ 
zation  Act  of  1974  and  sections  552  and 
553  of  Title  5  of  the  United  States  Codes, 
the  following  amendments  to  ntle  10, 
Chapter  1,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations, 
Part  50,  are  puUished  as  a  document  sub¬ 
ject  to  codification. 

1.  A  sentence  is  added  at  the  end  of 
paragn^  D  of  Section  11  of  Appendix  I 
to  read  as  follows: 

The  reqiiiremeixts  of  this  paragraph  D 
need  not  be  complied  with  by  persons  who 
have  filed  triplications  for  construction  per¬ 
mits  which  were  docketed  on  or  after  Jan¬ 
uary  3,  1B71,  and  prior  to  June  4,  1976,  If  the 
radwaste  sy^ms  and  equipment  described 
In  the  preliminary  or  final  safety  analysis  re¬ 
port  and  amendments  thereto  satisfy  the 
Guides  on  Design  Objectives  for  Light- Water- 
Ckmled  Nuclear  Power  Reactors  proposed  in 
the  Concluding  Statement  of  Position  of  the 
Regulatory  Staff  in  Dooket-RM-60-3  dated 
Feluruary  30.  1074,  pp.  %-30,  reproduced  In 
the  Annex  to  this  Appendix  I. 

2.  An  Annex  Is  added  at  the  end  of 
Appendix  I  to  read  as  follows: 

Ooivoi.TnnNe  SzexnnNT  or  Position  of  thx 
BEODiJkTORT  Staff  (DocKev-RlA-60-3) 

GUIDES  ON  DIBICN  OBJECTIVES  FOB  UGHT-WATER- 
COOLED  NUCLEAR  FOWIB  REACTORS 


A.  For  radioactive  material  above  back¬ 
ground  *  In  liquid  effiuents  to  be  released  to 
unrestricted  areas: 

1.  The  calculated  annual  total  quantity  of 
all  radloaettve  material  from  all  light-water- 
cooled  nuclear  power  reactors  at  a  site  should 
not  result  in  an  annual  dose  or  dose  commit¬ 
ment  to  the  total  body  or  to  any  organ  of  an 
Individual  In  an  unrestricted  area  from  an 
pathways  of  exposure  In  excess  of  6  mll- 
Ihrems;  and 

3.  The  calculated  annual  total  quantity  of 
radloaettve  materiel,  exeepi  tritium  and  dle- 
eolved  gases,  should  not  exceed  6  eurles  for 
each  Ught-water-cooled  reactor  at  a  site. 


3.  Notwithstanding  the  guidance  in  para¬ 
graph  A.3.  for  a  particular  site,  if  an  appli¬ 
cant  for  a  permit  to  construct  a  Ught-water- 
cooled  nuclear  power  reactor  has  proposed 
baseline  in-plant  control  measures  *  to  reduce 
the  possible  sources  of  radioactive  material 
in  liquid  effluent  releases  and  the  calculated 
quantity  exceeds  the  quantity  set  forth  in 
paragraph  A.2,  the  requirements  for  design 
objectives  for  radioactive  material  in  liquid 
effluents  may  be  deemed  to  have  been  met 
provided: 

a.  the  applicant  submits  an  evaluation  of 
the  potential  for  effects  from  long-term 
buildup  in  the  environment  in  the  vicinity  of 
the  site  of  radioactive  material,  with  a  radio¬ 
active  half-life  greater  than  one  year,  to  be 
released;  and 

b.  the  provisions  of  paragraph  A.l  are  met. 

B.  For  radioactive  material  above  back¬ 
ground  In  gaseous  effluents  the  annual  total 
quantity  of  radioactive  material  to  be  re¬ 
leased  to  the  atmosphere  by  all  Ught-water- 
cooled  nuclear  power  reactors  at  a  site: 

1.  The  calculated  annual  air  dose  due  to 
gamma  radiation  at  any  location  near  ground 
level  which  could  be  occupied  by  individuals 
at  or  beyond  the  boundary  of  the  site  should 
not  exceed  10  mlUirads;  and 

2.  The  calculated  annual  air  dose  due  to 
beta  radiation  at  any  location  near  ground 
level  which  could  be  occupied  by  individuals 
at  or  beyond  the  boundary  of  the  site  should 
not  exceed  20  mlUirads. 

8.  Notwithstanding  the  guidance  In  para- 
griq;>hs  Bd  and  B.2,  for  a  particular  site: 

a.  The  Commission  may  specify,  as  guidance 
on  design  objectives,  a  lower  quantity  of 
radioactive  material  above  background  In 
gaseous  effluents  to  be  released  to  the 
atmo^bere  If  It  appears  that  the  use  of  the 
design  objectives  described  In  paragraphs  B.l 
and  B.2  Is  likely  to  result  In  an  annual  dose 
to  an  Individual  in  an  unrestricted  area  In  ex¬ 
cess  of  6  mlUlrems  to  the  total  body  or  16 
miUlrems  to  the  skin;  or 

b.  Design  objectives  based  on  a  higher 
quantity  of  radioactive  material  above  back¬ 
ground  In  gaseous  effluents  to  be  released 
to  the  atmosphere  than  the  quantity  speci¬ 
fied  In  paragrtqihs  B.l  and  BJ3  may  be  deemed 
to  meet  the  requirements  for  keeping  levels 
of  radloMtive  material  In  gaseous  effluents  as 
low  as  practicable  if  the  iqipUcant  provides 
reasonable  assurance  that  the  propoeed 
higher  quantity  win  not  result  in  annual 
doses  to  an  individual  In  an  unrestricted 
area  in  excess  of  6  mlllirems  to  the  total  body 
at  IS  znlUlrems  to  the  skin. 

C.  For  radloaetive  Iodine  and  radioactive 
material  in  particulate  fmrm  above  back¬ 
ground  released  to  the  atmo^here: 

1.  The  calculated  annual  total  quantity  of 
aU  radioactive  Iodine  .and  radioactive  ma¬ 
terial  in  particulate  form  from  all  Ught- 
water-co<ded  miclear  power  reactors  at  a  site 
should  not  result  In  an  annual  dose  or  dose 
commitment  to  any  organ  of  an  Individual 
In  an  unrestricted  area  from  all  pathways  of 
exposure  in  excess  of  15  milltrems.  In  deter¬ 
mining  the  dose  or  dose  commitment  the 
portion  thereof  due  to  intake  of  radioactive 
material  via  the  food  pathways  may  be 
evaluated  at  the  locations  where  the  food 
pathways  actually  exist;  imd 


3.  The  calculated  annuM  total  quantity 
,of  Iodine- 181  In  gaseous  effluents  should  not 
exceed  1  curie  for  each  Ught-water-cooled 
nuclear  power  reactor  at  a  site. 

3.  Notwithstanding  the  guidance  In  para¬ 
graphs  C.l  and  C.8  for  a  pmrticular  site,  If  an 
applicant  for  a  permit  to  construct  a  Ught- 
water-cooled  nuclear  power  reactor  pro¬ 
posed  baaeUne  In-plant  control  measures  ^  to 
reduce  the  possible  sources  of  radioactive 
iodine  releases,  and  the  calculated  annual 
quantities  taking  Into  account  such  control 
measures  exceed  the  design  objective  quan¬ 
tities  set  forth  in  paragraphs  C.l  and  C.2, 
the  requirements  for  desi^  objectives  for 
radioactive  iodine  and  radioactive  material 
in  particulate  form  In  gaseous  effluents  may 
be  deemed  to  have  been  met  provided  the 
calculated  annual  total  quantity  of  all  ra¬ 
dioactive  Iodine  and  radioactive  material  In 
particulate  form  that  may  be  released  In 
gaseous  effluents  does  not  exceed  four  times 
the  quantity  calculated  pursuant  to  para- 
gr^h  C.l. 


Effective  date.  The  foregoing  amend¬ 
ment  Is  effective  on  September  4,  1975. 

(Sec.  161,  Pub.  L.  83-703,  68  Stat.  948;  Sec. 
201,  Pub.  L.  93-438,  88  Stat.  1243  (42  USC 
2201,  5841)) 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  2nd 
day  of  September  1975, 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Samuel  J.  CThilk, 

Secretary  of  the  Commission. 

1 FR  Doc.75-23693  FUed  9-3-75;  10 : 06  am ) 


1  “Bai^giound.”  means  the  quantity  of  ra¬ 
dioactive  material  In  the  effluent  from  Ught- 
water-cooled  nuclear  power  reactors  at  a  site 
that  did  not  originate  In  the  reactors. 


2  Such  measures  may  Include  treatment  of 
clear  liquid  waste  streams  (normally  trltl- 
ated,  nonaerated,  low  omductlvlty  equip¬ 
ment  drains  and  pump  seal  leakoff),  dirty 
liquid  waste  streams  (normally  nontrHlated. 
aerated,  high  conductivity  building  sumps, 
floor  and  sample  station  drains) ,  steam  gen¬ 
erator  blowdown  streams,  chemical  waste 
streams,  low  purity  and  high  purity  liquid 
slareams  (resin  regenerate  and  laboratory 
wastes) ,  as  appropriate  for  the  type  of  reac¬ 
tor. 


CHAPTER  II — FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 

PART  210— GENERAL  ALLOCATION 
AND  PRICE  RULES 

PART  212— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
PRICE  REGULATIONS 

Crude  Oil  Definition;  Inapplicability  of 
Stripper  Weil  Lease  Exemption  to  Gas 
Weils;  Nomenclature  Changes 

On  April  18,  1975,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  gave  notice  (40  FR  18004, 
April  24,  1975)  of  its  Intention  to  recon¬ 
sider  the  issue  whether  the  strbDper  well 
lease  exanption  of  10  CFR  210.32  is  ap¬ 
plicable  to  condensate  produced  from  gas 
wells  and  of  a  proposal  to  amend  the 
definition  of  “crude  oil”  in  10  CFR  212.31 
to  clsuif  y  the  extent  to  which  condensate 
from  non-associated  (or  gas-well)  pro¬ 
duction,  as  well  as  from  associated  (m: 
<^-w^  production,  is  Included  in  that 
term.  Written  commfflrts  were  received 
from  more  than  seventy  interested  per¬ 
sons,  and  a  public  hearing  was  held  on 
May  20,  1975,  at  which  thirteen  oral 
statements  were  presented.  After  con- 


^Such  m-plant  control  measures  may  In- 
riude  treatment  of  steam  generates  blow¬ 
down  tank  exhaust,  clean  steam  supplies  for 
turiiine  i^and  seals,  condenser  vacuum  sys¬ 
tems.  containment  purging  exhaust  and 
ventUatlon  exhaust  systems  and  special  de¬ 
sign  features  to  reduce  contaminated  steam 
and  liquid  leakage  from  valves  and  other 
sources  8u<fii  as  sumps  and  tanks,  as  ap¬ 
propriate  for  the  type  of  reactor. 
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sideration  of  all  the  written  and  oral 
presentations,  the  FEA  has  determined 
that  there  is  no  basis  to  depart  from  the 
conclusion,  stated  in  Ruling  1974-28  (39 
PR  44414,  December  24.  1974),  that  the 
stripper  well  lease  exemption  does  not 
apply  to  condensate  produced  from  gas 
wells:  the  FEIA  has  determined  further 
that  with  regard  to  the  treatment  of  con¬ 
densate  for  purposes  of  the  Mandatory 
Petroleum  Price  Regulations,  the  tenta¬ 
tive  conclusions  of  the  April  18  notice 
should  be  adopted,  and  condensate, 
whether  separate  at  the  lease,  at  a  cen¬ 
tral  facility,  or  at  the  inlet  side  of  a  gas 
proc^si^  plant,  should  be  treated  as 
crude  oil,  whether  recovered  from  asso¬ 
ciated  or  non-associated  production.  Ad¬ 
ditionally,  Part  212  is  amended  at  this 
time  to  correct  certain  inadvertent  omis¬ 
sions  and  errors,  and  Parts  210  and  212 
are  amended  to  effect  non-substantive 
conforming  changes  in  nomenclature. 

I.  Treatment  of  Condensate  for  Pur¬ 
poses  OF  THE  Mandatory  Petroleum 
Price  Regulations 

Condensate  occiu*s  in  nature  as  the 
heavy  hydrocarbon  portion  of  natural 
gas  in  the  undergroimd  reservoir,  and  is 
mechanically  separated  from  natural  gas 
as  a  liquid  through  a  process  of  retro¬ 
grade  condensation.  Involving  pressure 
reduction,  sometimes  accompanied  by  a 
reduction  in  temperature  as  well.  In  some 
cases,  condensate  is  separated  from  natu¬ 
ral  gas  by  conventional  lease  separation 
facilities  (“surface  separators”)  at  the 
well-head,  and  in  other  cases  by  a  single 
mechanical  separator  (“field  facility”) 
located  centrally  and  servicing  two  or 
more  wells,  and  in  either  case  is  typically 
referred  to  as  “lease  condensate”.  In  yet 
other  cases,  condensate  is  not  separated 
from  natural  gas  until  it  reaches  a 
mechanical  separation  device  similar  to 
a  surface  separator  or  field  facility,  but 
located  instead  at  the  inlet  side  of  a  gas 
processing  plant  (“inlet  separator”  or 
“scrubber”)  and,  in  that  case,  the  con¬ 
densate  is  referred  to  as  “plant  conden- 
state”.  Generally,  condensate  can  be  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  the  lighter  natural  gas 
liquid  products  (e.g.,  propane,  butane, 
and  natural  gasoline),  whether  frac¬ 
tionated  or  in  a  mixed  stream  of  natural 
gas  liquids,  which  are  incapable  of  being 
separated  from  natural  gas  by  mechani¬ 
cal  means  only  and  are  generally  re¬ 
covered  from  natural  gas  at  a  gas  proc¬ 
essing  plant  by  absorption,  adsorption, 
or  extraneous  refrigeration  processes. 
Natural  gas  liquids  and  natural  gas  liquid 
products  are  subject  to  the  provisions  of 
Subpiart  K  (Natural  Gas  Liquids,  10  C:FR 
212.161,  et  seq.)  of  the  price  regulations. 

The  FEA  has  concluded  that  conden¬ 
sate  should,  as  a  general  matter,  be 
treated  as  crude  oil  under  Subpart  D  of 
the  price  regulations,  rather  than  as 
natural  gas  liquids  or  natural  gas  liquid 
products  imder  Subpart  K  of  the  price 
regulations.  This  view  is  based  upon  the 
following  factual  considerations,  sup¬ 
ported  by  the  majority  of  written  and 
oral  presentations  received  in  connection 
with  this  proceeding. 


Generally,  lease  c<»xlenBate  is  pro- 
dtBed,  separated,  stored,  and  tendered 
at  the  lease,  or  at  off -lease  gathering  and 
separating  systems,  through  facilities 
that  are  essentially  identical  to  those 
used  in  the  production  of  crude  oil;  in 
most  instances  lease  condensate  tradi¬ 
tionally  and  historically  has  been  mar¬ 
keted  and  priced  as  crude  oil.  Moreover, 
lease  condensate  is  generally  used  by  re¬ 
finers  in  the  same  way  as  crude  oil,  and 
these  patterns  exist  both  as  to  conden¬ 
sate  recovered  in  associated  and  non-as- 
sociated  production,  whether  by  lease 
separators  or  at  central  field  facilities. 

Although  some  comments  received  in 
this  proceeding  pointed  out  that  plant 
condensate  generally  is  of  a  lighter 
gravity  than  lease  condensate  (as  a  re¬ 
sult  of  gas  transmission  over  relatively 
longer  distances,  and  a  corresponding 
further  condensation  of  liquids) ,  the  only 
significant  difference  between  conden¬ 
sate  separated  at  the  inlet  side  of  a  gas 
processing  plant  and  condensate  sepa¬ 
rated  by  conventional  lease  separators  or 
at  central  field  facilities  is  the  mere  loca¬ 
tion  of  the  identical  mechanical  separa¬ 
tion  equipment.  Moreover,  most  of  the 
comments  indicated  that  as  with  lease 
condensate,  the  pricing  of  plant  conden¬ 
sate  traditionally  and  historically  has 
been  tied  to  posted  prices  for  crude  oil, 
and  that  the  uses  for  lease  and  i^ant  con¬ 
densate  are  the  same. 

In  sum,  the  FEA  has  determined  that 
the  comments  submitted  in  connection 
with  this  proceeding  support  the  conclu¬ 
sion  that  condensate,  whether  recovered 
in  associated  or  nonassociated  produc¬ 
tion,  whether  recovered  from  conven¬ 
tional  surface  separators,  central  field 
facilities,  or  at  the  inlet  side  of  a  gas 
processing  plant,  traditionally  and  his¬ 
torically  has  been  gathered,  priced,  and 
refined  as  crude  oil,  and  is  therefore 
property  treated  as  crude  oil  under  Sub¬ 
part  D  of  the  price  regulations.  Inas¬ 
much  as  Uie  overwhelming  majority  of 
comments  indicated  that  since  the  in¬ 
ception  of  the  price  regulations  the  in¬ 
dustry  has  been  treating  most  conden¬ 
sate  as  such  under  Subpart  D,  the 
definition  of  “crude  oil”  adopted  today 
merely  serves  to  clarify  what  has  always 
been  included  in  the  previous  definitions 
of  that  term.  Accordingly,  the  clarifying 
definition  of  “crude  oil”  adopted  today 
will  be  effective  January  10, 1975  as  part 
of  the  Clarifications  to  the  Definitions  of 
Covered  Products  adopted  at  that  time 
(40  FR  2795,  January  16, 1975) . 

The  changes  adopted  herein  do  not  af¬ 
fect  in  any  way  the  treatment  imder 
Part  211  of  condensate  for  purposes  of 
a  refiner’s  crude  oil  runs  to  stills  under 
Uie  Old  Oil  Allocation  Program,  whi(^ 
continue  to  be  measured  in  accordance 
with  Bureau  of  Mines  Form  6-1300-M, 
pursuant  to  10  CFR  211.62. 

n.  Ruling  1974-28 

FEA  Ruling  1974-28  (39  FR  44414,  De¬ 
cember  24,  1974)  held  that  the  stripper 
well  lease  exemption  of  10  CFR  210.32 
is  in  applicable  to  gas  wells.  Comments 
received  after  the  Issuance  of  the  Ruling 


indicated,  however,  that  at  least  some 
producers  had  been  treating  as  exempt 
from  price  and  allocation  regulations 
gas-well  condensate  produced  from  prop¬ 
erties  where  production  of  condensate 
was  10  barrels  or  less  per  well  per  day 
in  the  preceding  calendar  year.  These 
comments  urged  that  the  statutory 
striwJer  well  lease  exemption  is  suffi¬ 
ciently  broad  to  encompass  such  produc¬ 
tion,  and  asserted  that  exempt  prices 
for  gas-well  condensate  are  an  impor¬ 
tant  factor  in  maintaining  production 
from  marginal  g^^s  wells. 

In  light  of  these  considerations,  the 
FEA  concluded  that  a  formal  rulemaking 
proceeding,  with  full  qpportimity  for 
comment  from  interested  parties,  would 
be  the  appropriate  context  for  recon¬ 
sideration  of  the  factual  and  legal  bases 
of  Ruling  1974-28. 

Having  considered  all  the  written  and 
oral  presentations  submitted  in  this  pro¬ 
ceeding,  and  after  a  careful  re-examina¬ 
tion  of  the  Ruling  itself  and  the  history 
of  the  legislation  that  gave  rise  to  the 
statutory  exemption,  the  FEA  reaffirms 
the  conclusion  that  the  Ruling,  as  issued, 
accurately  reflects  the  intent  of  Congress 
in  promulgating  the  stripper  well  lease 
exemption  as  part  of  the  Emergency  Pe¬ 
troleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-159),  and  that  the  ruling  accurately 
reflects  the  meaning  of  the  term  “strip¬ 
per  well,”  as  it  had  been  used  and  imder- 
stood  by  the  Industry  at  the  time  the 
stripper  well  lease  exemption  was  enact¬ 
ed  by  Congress. 

This  is  especially  evident  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  10  barrel  per  well  per  day 
limit,  which  Congress  used  to  mark  the 
upper  production  limits  of  a  marginal  oil 
well,  has  no  meaningful  correlation  to 
the  upper  production  limits  of  a  mar¬ 
ginal  gas  well.  FEA  recognizes  the  force 
of  the  argrunent,  advanced  by  many  pro¬ 
ducers  of  gas  wells,  that  Congress  in¬ 
tended  to  exempt  all  marginal  wells.  But 
as  pointed  out  in  Ruling  1974-28,  a  price 
exemption  for  condensate  produced  in 
quantities  of  10  barrels  or  less  per  day 
per  well  is  not  particularly  well-suited  as 
a  means  of  maintaining  condensate  pro¬ 
duction  from  marginal  gas  wells,  since  a 
gas  well  producing  large  and  profitable 
quantities  of  natural  gas  could  well  be 
yielding  only  small  amounts  of  conden¬ 
sate;  exempt  prices  for  such  condensate 
would  clearly  not  be  needed  as  an  incen¬ 
tive  to  the  continued  condensate  produc¬ 
tion  from  such  wells. 

That  conclusion  is  supported  by  com¬ 
ments  sulmiitted  in  this  proceeding  indi¬ 
cating  that  condensate  production  from 
marginal  gas  wells  is  produced  from 
leases  that  average  1  barrel  or  less  per 
well  per  day.  Applying  the  stripper  well 
lease  exemption  in  its  present  form, 
therefore,  would  likely  exnnpt  the  ccm- 
densate  production  from  many  gas  wells, 
not  just  those  that  are  truly  marginal. 
Had  (>)ngress  intended  the  exemption  to 
apply  to  marginal  gas  wells,  ther^ore,  it 
would  not  have  used  the  10  barrels  per 
day  standard,  but.  rather,  a  standard 
that  more  properly  relates  to  a  marginal 
gas  well. 
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The  FEA  is  aware  that  before  the  issu¬ 
ance  of  Ruling  1974-28  there  was  con¬ 
siderable  uncertainty  with  respect  to 
whether  the  stripper  well  lease  exemp¬ 
tion  was  applicable  to  the  production  of 
condensate  produced  from  gas  wells,  and 
that  those  who  did  treat  gas-well  con¬ 
densate  as  qualifying  for  the  stripp>er 
veil  lease  exemption,  did  so  in  the  good 
faith  belief  that  this  was  permitted  under 
FEA  regulations.  As  a  general  matter  FEiA 
Rulings  are  to  be  regarded  merely  as  pub¬ 
lication  of  the  formal  interpretation  that 
FEA  has  always  placed  upon  its  regula¬ 
tions  since  their  inception.  However,  be¬ 
cause  of  producers’  good  faith  treatment 
of  gas-well  condensate  as  eligible  for  the 
stripper  well  lease  exemption  prior  to  the 
issuance  of  Ruling  1974-28,  with  respect 
to  the  treatment  of  gas-well  condensate 
for  purposes  of  the  stripper  well  lease 
exemption  the  Ruling  will  be  effective 
January  1, 1975,  and  the  regulations  will 
be  enforced  piu^uant  to  the  interpreta¬ 
tion  rendered  in  Ruling  1974-28  prospec- 
tively-only  from  that  date.  In  all  other 
respects.  Ruling  1974-28  remains  inter¬ 
pretive  of  the  price  regulations  since  they 
were  first  promulgated. 

In  order  further  to  eliminate  any  un¬ 
certainty  that  might  have  arisen  from 
the  regulatory  language,  conforming 
amendments  are  made  today,  effective 
January  1, 1975,  to  the  stripper  well  lease 
exemption  in  10  CFR  210.32  to  reflect 
that  the  exemption  extends  only  to  crude 
oil  and  condensate  recovered  in  associ¬ 
ated  production. 

HI.  Corrective  Ameitoiknt  and  Con¬ 
forming  Changes  of  Nomenclature 

Part  212  is  hereby  amended  to  correct 
certain  inadvertent  omissions  and  errors, 
and  Parts  210  and  212  are  amended 
to  effect  non-substantive  conforming 
changes  in  nomenclature. 

A.  Sections  212.83ih),  212.83(c)  (.2) 
(Hi) — Definitions  of  "Cost  of  crude  pe¬ 
troleum”  and  On  February  28, 

1975,  FEA  amended  10  CFR  Parts  211 
and  212  to  reflect  the  President’s  pro¬ 
gram  of  increased  import  fees  on  crude 
oil  and  petroleum  products  (40  FR 10444, 
March  6.  1975).  SecUon  212.83(c)(2) 
(iii)  is  amended  today  to  conform  the 
deflnition  of  “Cost  of  crude  petroleum” 
to  changes  made  by  tiie  February  28 
amendment  in  the  deflnition  of  “Bi^” 
factor  in  the  refiner’s  cost  allocation 
formulae,  and  further  to  coordinate  the 
two  definitions. 

The  February  28  amendment  revised 
the  “Bi*”  factor  of  the  refiner’s  formulae 
for  allocation  of  increased  product  costs, 
to  permit  refiners  to  Include  as  the  cost 
of  a  specific  covered  product  or  products 
of  the  type  “i”  the  cost  of  a  specific  cov¬ 
ered  product  or  products  not  of  the  type 
“i”  that  are  “blended  or  further  refined” 
to  produce  the  covered  product  or  prod¬ 
ucts  of  the  type  “i”. 

Section  212.83(b)  includes  in  the  “Cost 
of  crude  petroleum”  the  cost  of  unfin¬ 
ished  oils  and  natural  gas  liquids  that 
are  “used  in  refining  and  are  further 
refined  and  are  covered  products.”  Do  en¬ 
sure  that  refiners  continue  to  treat  these 
costs  of  unfinished  oils  which  are  “used 


in  refining  and  are  further  refined”  as 
crude  oil  costs,  and  that  they  continue  to 
calculate  as  increased  costs  under  the 
“Bi*”  factor  the  costs  of  covered  products 
purchased  for  resale  or  for  blending. 

§  212.83(c)  (2)  (iii)  is  revised  to  make  it 
clear  that  the  “Bi*”  factor  includes  the 
cost  of  a  specific  covered  product  or 
products  (whether  or  not  of  the  type  “1”) 
that  the  refiner  has  purchased  for  blend¬ 
ing  to  produce  the  covered  product  or 
products  of  the  type  “i”. 

B.  Nomenclature  Changes.  Parts  210 
and  212  are  further  revised  to  change  all 
references  therein  from  “crude  petro¬ 
leum”  to  “crude  oil.”  Most  such  refer¬ 
ences  have  already  been  changed,  but 
certain  sections  of  the  regulations  inad¬ 
vertently  have  not  been  revised  since  the 
January  10  revisions  to  the  definitions  of 
covered  products. 

FEA  has  determined  that  inasmuch  as 
extensive  rulemaking  proceedings  have 
already  been  undertaken  with  respect  to 
the  February  28  amendments,  and  since 
the  changes  being  made  today  under 
this  Part  HI  are  intended  simply  to  cor¬ 
rect  inadvertent  omissions  or  errors,  or 
to  make  non-substantive  changes  in 
nomenclature,  further  rulemaking  pro¬ 
ceedings  are  unnecessary  to  effect  the 
corrective  changes  adopted  today.  As 
noted,  the  corrective  amendments  and 
conforming  changes  in  nomenclature 
made  effective  by  this  notice  are  merely 
technical  refinements  to  the  final  rules 
made  effective  on  February  28.  Before 
those  final  rules  were  promulgated,  ex¬ 
tensive  rulemaking  proceedings  were 
held. 

A  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking  and 
public  hearing  was  issued  on  January  17, 
1975,  containing,  among  others,  changes 
to  §  212.83  (40  FR  3467,  January  22. 
1975) .  In  response  to  that  notice,  writ¬ 
ten  commente  were  received-  and  inter¬ 
ested  parties  presented  statements  at  a 
public  hearing  held  on  February  6  and  7, 
1975.  After  evaluation  of  these  oral  and 
written  presentations,  FEA  adopted  the 
final  rules  on  February  28, 1975. 

During  the  rulemaking  proceeding 
culminating  in  the  February  28  amend¬ 
ments,  oral  and  written  comments  were 
received  with  respect  to  proposed  changes 
in  the  refiner’s  cost  allocation  formulae, 
and  such  comments  have  been  taken  into 
account  in  the  promulgation  of  the  tech¬ 
nical  refinements  in  the  corrective 
amendments  and  conforming  changes  in 
nomenclature  set  forth  herein.  The 
notice  and  hearing  requirements  of  sub¬ 
sections  7(i)(l)  (B)  and  (C)  of  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration  Act  of 
1974  (Pub.  L.  93-275)  have  therefore 
previously  been  satisfied  and  a  further 
opportunity  for  the  presentation  of  oral 
and  written  views  is  unnecessary. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  Pub.  L.  93-159,  lis  amended.  Pub.  L. 
93-511;  Federal  Energs  Administration  Act 
of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275;  E.O.  11790,  39  FR 
23186) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing. 
Parts  210  and  212  of  Chapter  H,  Title  10 
of  the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations  are 
amended  as  set  forth  below,  effective 


January  IJ),  1975,  except  that  the  amend¬ 
ment  to  the  stripper  well  lease  exemption 
In  S  210.32  of  Part  210  shall  be  effective 
January  1, 1975,  and  except  further  that 
the  amendment  to  the  deflnition  of 
“B,‘”  in  s  212.83(c)  (2)  (ill)  of  Part  212 
shall  be  effective  February  28, 1975. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August 
29,  1975. 

David  G.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

Federal  Energy  Administration. 

1.  Nomenclature  change.  Wherever  the 
term  “crude  petroleum”  appears  in  Parts 
210  and  212,  it  is  changed  to  read  “crude 
oil.” 

2.  Section  210.32  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (b)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  210.32  Stripper  well  leases. 

*  •  •  •  * 

(b)  Definitions.  For  purposes  of  this 
section — 

•  •  *  •  • 

“Crude  oil,  including  condensates” 
means  a  mixture  of  hydrocarbons  that 
existed  in  liquid  phase  in  undergroimd 
reservoirs  and  remains  liquid  at  atmos¬ 
pheric  pressure  after  passing  through 
surface  separating  facilities,  and  conden¬ 
sate  recovered  in  associated  production 
by  mechanical  separators,  whether  lo¬ 
cated  on  the  lease,  at  central  field  facili¬ 
ties,  or  at  the  inlet  side  of  a  gas  process¬ 
ing  plant. 

•  •  *  •  • 

3.  Section  212.31  is  amended  to  revise 
the  definition  of  “Crude  oil”  to  read  as 
follows : 

§  212.31  Definitions. 

«  *  *  *  « 
“Crude  oil”  means  a  mixture  of  hydro¬ 
carbons  that  existed  in  liquid  phase  in 
underground  reservoirs  and  remains  liq¬ 
uid  at  atmospheric  pressure  after  pass¬ 
ing  through  surface  separating  facilities. 
“Crude  oil”  includes  condensate  recov¬ 
ered  in  associated  or  non-assoclated  pro¬ 
duction  by  mechanical  separtors,  whether 
located  on  the  lease,  at  central  field  fa¬ 
cilities,  or  at  the  inlet  side  of  a  gas  proc¬ 
essing  plant. 

*  •  *  *  • 

4.  Section  212.54  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  212.54  Crude  oU. 

The  first  sale  of  domestic  crude  oil,  in¬ 
cluding  condensates,  produced  from  any 
stripper  well  lease  as  defined  in  Part  210 
of  this  chapter  is  exempt 

5.  Section  212.83  is  amended  in  para¬ 
graph  (c)  (2)  (ill)  to  revise  the  definition 
of  “Bi‘”  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.83  Allocation  of  refiner's  in¬ 
creased  costs. 

*  •  •  *  * 

(c)  Allocation  of  increased  product 
costs. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(2)  •  •  • 

(ill)  •  •  • 

“Bi*”  is  the  total  increased  cost  of  Uie 
specific  covered  product  or  products  of 
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the  type  “i”  purchased  or  landed  in  the 
period  “t”.  The  cost  of  a  specific  covered 
product  or  products  of  the  type  “i”  shall 
include  the  cost  of  a  specific  covered 
product  or  products  not  of  the  type  “i” 
that  are  purchased  and  blended  to  pro¬ 
duce  the  covered  product  or  products  of 
the  type  “1”.  The  cost  and  quantity  of 
covered  products  purchased  or  landed 
that  are  consumed  as  refinery  fuel  shall 
be  excluded  from  this  amount. 

•  «  *  *  • 

[FR  E)oc.76-23436  Filed  a-29-75;4:42  pm] 


PART  211— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 

ALLOCATION  REGULATIONS 

PART  212— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
PRICE  REGULATIONS 

Propane  and  Butane  Imports 

On  July  16,  1975,  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  issued  a  notice  of  pro¬ 
posed  ruleznaklng  and  public  hearing  (40 
FR  30671,  July  22,  1975),  proposing  to 
amend  FEA  regulations  concerning  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane  imports  other  than 
from  Canada. 

Representatives  of  18  organizations 
made  oral  presentations  at  the  public 
hearing  on  August  7,  1975.  FEA  received 
23  timely  comments  and  13  late  com¬ 
ments.  All  comments  addressing  the 
proposed  amendments  were  considered. 
In  light  of  the  oral  presentations,  writ¬ 
ten  comments  and  other  considerations, 
FEA  has  decided  to  adopt  the  proposed 
amendments  with  certain  modifications. 

Imports  By  Industrial  Users 

As  proposed,  the  limitations  with  re¬ 
spect  to  importing  propane  and  butane 
other  than  from  Canada  were  to  be  eased 
to  permit  wholesale  purchaser-consum¬ 
ers  and  end-users  to  import  and  use  such 
Imports  in  excess  of  their  domestic  al¬ 
location  entitlements  for  industrial  use 
(including  petrochemical  feedstock  use 
and  refinery  fuel  use)  to  the  extent  such 
Imports  exceed  base  period  imports.  No 
objections  were  raised  to  the  proposal 
although  several  comments  pointed  out 
that  restricting  the  period  during  which 
such  imijorts  could  be  made  between 
May  1  and  September  30  would  be  coun¬ 
terproductive  and  would  lead  to  a  pos¬ 
sible  overburdening  of  the  receiving  and 
distribution  systems  if  restricted  to  that 
five-month  period. 

The  regulations  issued  today  provide 
for  direct  imports  of  propane  and  butane 
other  than  from  Canada  by  industrial 
users  generally  in  the  manner  proposed. 
These  imports  may  be  made  and  used  at 
any  time  dmdng  the  year  subject  to  cer¬ 
tain  provisions.  Sections  211.86  and 
211.96,  as  modified,  permit  Industrial 
wholesale  purchaser-consumers  and  end- 
users  to  accumulate  non-Canadian  im¬ 
ports  of  propane  and  butane  in  inven¬ 
tory  free  of  the  Inventory  restrictions 
otherwise  applicable  to  industrial  users. 
Also,  the  use  limitations  and  inventory 
reduction  requirements  in  SS  211.10(g) 
(8),  211.86  and  211.96  are  modified  with 
respect  to  non-Canstdian  Imports  of  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane. 


Use  of  Imported  Propane  and  Butane 
for  SNG  Feedstock 

Although  several  comments  urged  a 
relaxation  of  the  regulations  with  respect 
to  the  use  of  imported  propane  and 
butane  for  SNG  fe^tock  use,  FEA  has 
concluded  that  current  restrictions  must 
be  maintained.  FEA  still  views  the  use  of 
propane  and  butane  for  SNG  manufac¬ 
ture  as  being,  in  most  instances,  inefli- 
cient,  and  therefore  undesirable.  Use  of 
SNG  plants  is  a  temporary  answer  to  the 
problem  of  increasing  natural  gas  cur¬ 
tailments  and  the  development  of  such 
plants  should  be  restricted  to  those  situ¬ 
ations  where  no  other  feasible  alterna¬ 
tive  solution  to  natural  gas  curtailments 
exists. 

Use  of  Non-Canadian  Imported  Propane 
AND  Butane  by  Gas  Utilities 

A  number  of  the  comments  were  de¬ 
voted  to  the  issue  of  whether  gas 
utilities  should  be  afforded  access  to  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane  imported  other  than 
from  Canada.  PEA,  however,  is  very  con¬ 
cerned  that  gas  utilities,  with  their  ex¬ 
tremely  large  potential  demand  for  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane,  could,  if  unrestrained, 
purchase  the  bulk  of  the  limited  supplies 
of  non-Canadian  imported  propane  and 
butane  and  thereby  divert  significant 
supplies  from  traditional  propane/ 
butane  users  which  have  no  alternative 
fuel  capability.  Moreover,  purchases  of 
high  priced  non-Canadian  imported  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane  by  utilities  for  indus¬ 
trial  users  may  be  able  to  be  rolled  into 
the  utilities’  rate  base  so  that  prices  paid 
by  all  customers  of  a  utility  would  be  in¬ 
creased  rather  the  placing  the  full  bur¬ 
den  of  the  increase  in  the  industrisd 
user.  Thus,  the  demand  reduction  effects 
of  higher  priced  propane  imports  which 
will  occur  with  respect  to  industrial 
users  that  directly  import  may  occm  to 
a  much  lesser  degree  in  the  case  of  utili¬ 
ties.  Finally,  FEA  remains  convinced 
that  customers  of  utilities  experiencing 
natural  gas  curtailments  should  strive  to 
convert  to  other  substitute  fuels  which 
are  not  in  short  supply  instead  of  pro¬ 
pane. 

Despite  these  concerns,  however,  FEA 
recognizes  that  there  are  certain  gas 
utilities  which  by  reason  of  the  very 
high  level  of  residential  use  of  natural 
gas  and  the  inability  of  their  customers 
to  convert  to  use  of  substitute  fuels  in 
the  near  term  should  be  permitted  to 
acquire  and  use  supplies  of  non-C)ana- 
dian  propane  and  butane  in  excess  of 
base  period  use.  For  this  reason,  FEA  has 
retained  authority  in  §§  211.10(g)  (8), 
211.86  and  211.96  to  permit  relaxation 
of  the  use  limitation  and  inventory  ac¬ 
cumulation  restrictions  otherwise  api^- 
cable  to  gas  utilities.  Gas  utilities  may 
petition  for  relief  pursuant  to  these  sec- 
ti<ms  and  subpart  O  of  part  205  of  the 
FEA  procedural  regulations.  Such  a  peti¬ 
tion  will  not  be  treated  as  an  exceptkm 
request  and  should  be  submitted  to  tiie 
Assistant  Administrator  for  R^ulatory 
Programs,  PEA,  Washington,  D.C.  20461. 


Emergency  Redirection 

Some  coBiments  suggested  that  FEA’s 
authority  to  redirect  imports  was  a  new 
concept  which  would  be  a  strong  disin- 
crative  to  potential  importers.  The  pro¬ 
vision  of  §  211.12(g)  in  question  is  not 
new,  but  rather  has  been  in  effect  for  over 
a  year.  Retention  of  this  authority  is  es¬ 
sential  if  in  the  face  of  emergency  condi¬ 
tions  FEA  is  to  carry  out  its  responsi¬ 
bilities  under  the  Emergency  Petroleum 
Allocation  Act  of  1973  to  protect  the  pub¬ 
lic  health,  safety  and  welfare.  Therefore, 
this  provision  has  been  retained  in  the 
amendment.  In  addition,  provision  is 
made  whereby  PEA  may  limit  or  termi¬ 
nate  domestic  allocation  entitlements  to 
an  end-user  or  wholesale  purchaser-con¬ 
sumer  which  has  propane  or  butane  im¬ 
ported  under  these  amendments. 

Imports  by  Suppliers 

In  the  notice  of  proposed  rulemaking, 
FEA  sought  comments  with  respect  to 
whether  suppliers  should  be  permitted  to 
import  non-Canadian  propane  and  bu¬ 
tane  and  distribute  it  to  industrial  users 
without  regard  to  tlie  supplier/purchaser 
relationships  imposed  by  §  211.9  and  the 
allocation  methods  required  by  f  211.10. 
There  was  nearly  universal  support  for 
permitting  suppliers  to  import  propane 
and  butane  other  than  from  Canada  for 
direct  sale  to  industrial  users  and  the 
regulations,  as  amended,  so  provide. 

Section  211.12(g)  permits  suppliers  to 
distribute  imported  non-Canadian  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane  in  excess  of  volumes 
which  they  distributed  during  the  base 
period  to  wholesale  purchaser-cimsumers 
and  end-users  which  certify  In  writing 
that  these  imports  will  be  for  industrial 
use.  Suppliers  may  also  distribute  such 
imports  to  wholesale  purchaser-resellers 
which  certify  In  writing  that  they  will 
distribute  such  supplies  pursuant  to  thi 
provisions  of  i  211.12(g). 

Suppliers,  however,  may  not  distribute 
imported  non-Canadian  propane  and  bu¬ 
tane  to  industrial  users  unless  they  have 
allocation  fractions  of  one  (1.0)  and  cer¬ 
tify  in  writing  to  the  purchaser  that  the 
propane  or  butane  is  non-Canadian  pro¬ 
pane  or  butane  imported  for  industrial 
use.  If  a  supplier  has  an  allocation  frac¬ 
tion  of  less  than  1.0,  it  must  add  at  least 
enough  imported  non-Canadian  propane 
and  butane,  if  it  has  any,  to  its  allocable 
supply  to  brtng  its  allocation  fraction  up 
to  1.0.  Any  volumes  added  to  a  supplier’s 
allocable  supply  to  bring  the  supplier’s 
fraction  up  to  1.0  may  not  subsequently 
be  treated  as  non-Canadian  imports  sub¬ 
ject  to  distribution  under  f  211.12(g)  but 
rather  must  be  thereafter  allocated  un¬ 
der  1 211.10,  including  i  211.10  (f)  and 
(g) ,  in  the  same  manner  as  all  other  do- 
mestie  or  Canadkm  propane  at  butane, 
lavatory  records  of  non-Canadian  im¬ 
ports  which  qualify  for  distribution  pur¬ 
suant  to  9  211.12(g)  must  be  separately 
maintained  from  Inventory  records  of 
other  propane  and  butane  simplies. 

The  provisions  of  9  211.10,  except  for 
§  211.10<g)  (8).  shall  not  apply  to  im¬ 
ported  non-Canadian  inropane  and  bu¬ 
tane  acquired  and  distributed  pursuant 
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to  §  211.12(g) .  Thus,  suppliers  which  have 
imported  propane  or  butane  other  than 
from  Canada  may  sell  such  propane  or 
butane  to  Industrial  users  even  though 
they  do  not  have  a  supplier/purchaser 
relationship  with  the  purchaser  under 
§  211.9  provided  they  have  an  allocation 
fraction  of  one  (1.0)  and  otherwise  have 
complied  with  these  amendments.  With 
respect  to  propane  or  butane  imported 
from  Canada  or  produced  domestically, 
suppliers  must  continue  to  comply  with 
§  211.9  and  allocate  such  propane  and 
butane  pursuant  to  S  211.10. 

In  addition.  §  212.93  of  subpart  F  of 
the  Mandatory  Petroleum  Price  Regula¬ 
tions  is  being  amended  to  require  sellers 
of  propane  or  butane  which  distribute 
products  pursuant  to  §  211.12(g)  to  cal¬ 
culate  separately  the  increased  costs  at¬ 
tributable  to  its  inventory  of  non- 
Canadian  imports.  The  amended  price 
rule  provides  that  the  weighted  average 
per  gallon  cost  of  non-Canadian  imports 
of  propane  or  butane  currently  held  in 
inventory  for  industrial  use  shall  be 
compared  to  the  weighted  average  per 
gallon  cost  on  May  15,  1973  of  the  pro¬ 
pane  or  butane  in  inventory  on  that  date. 
The  increased  costs  represented  by  this 
comparison  shall  be  used  in  accordance 
with  the  other  provisions  of  subpart  F 
to  calculate  maximmn  lawful  prices  for 
all  non-Canadian  imported  propane  and 
butane  designated  for  industrial  use. 
Such  prices,  however, 'are  not  subject  to 
the  provision  of  paragraph  (f)  of 
§  212.93  which  limits  the  amount  of  in¬ 
creased  costs  that  may  be  applied  in 
prices  charged  to  purchasers  other  than 
independent  marketers  and  residential 
users. 

A  separate  increased  cost  calculation 
is  required  for  the  remainder  of  the 
seller’s  propane  or  butane  inventory  for 
use  in  computing  lawful  prices  for  the 
remainder  of  such  products.  Thus,  where 
non-Canadian  imports  have  not  been 
designated  for  industrial  use  a  seller 
must  include  the  cost  of  such  imports  in 
making  the  separate  calculation  of  in¬ 
creased  costs  for  the  remainder  of  its 
inventory.  It  should  be  noted  in  this 
regard  that  once  offsh(»*e  imports  of 
pr(H>ane  or  butane  have  been  included  in 
the  seller’s  domestic  and  Canadian  in¬ 
ventory,  they  may  not  be  designated  sub¬ 
sequently  for  industrial  use  and  the  costs 
of  such  products  therefore  may  not  be 
taken  into  account  in  calculating  the 
increased  costs  attributable  to  the  in¬ 
ventory  maintained  for  industrial  use. 

(Emergency  Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of 
1973,  Pub.  L.  93-159,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L. 
93-511;  Federal  Energy  Administration  Act 
of  1974,  Pub.  L.  93-275;  K.O.  11790,  39  PR 
231S5) 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing.  Parts 
211  and  212,  Chapter  n  of  Title  10.  Code 
of  Federal  Regulations,  are  amended  as 
set  forth  below,  effective  immediately. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August  29, 
1975. 

David  Q.  Wilson, 
Acting  Oeneral  Counsel. 

1.  Section  211.10  is  amended  in  para- 
^graph  (b)  by  revising  subparagraph  (1) 


and  is  amended  in  paragraph  (g)  by 
revising  subparagraphs  (1)  and  (8)  to 
read  as  follows: 

§  211.10  Supplier's  methftd  of  alloca¬ 
tion. 

«  «  *  •  « 

(b)  •  *  • 

(1)  Allocable  supply.  Each  supplier’s 
allocable  supply  of  an  allocated  product 
for  a  period  which  corresponds  to  a  base 
period  shall  be  equal  to  its  total  supply 
for  that  period,  which  is  the  sum  of  its 
estimated  production,  including  amounts 
received  under  processing  and  exchange 
agreements,  imports  (except  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  imports  may  be  excluded  pursuant 
to  5  211.12(g)),  purchases  and  any  re¬ 
duction  in  inventory  of  that  allocated 
product  made  pursuant  to  §  211.22  ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  ordered  by  FEA;  less 
(i)  any  amounts  designated  as  a  state 
set-aside  for  a  prime  supplier  pursuant 
to  §  211.17,  (ii)  any  amoimts  of  alloca¬ 
tion  requirements  supplied  directly  to 
end-users  or  wholesale  purchaser-con¬ 
sumers  imder  an  allocation  level  not  sub¬ 
ject  to  an  allocation  fraction,  (iii)  any 
amounts  supplied  to  wholesale  pur¬ 
chaser-resellers  which  have  certified 
these  amounts  to  be  for  ultimate  use 
under  an  allocation  level  not  subject  to 
an  allocation  fraction,  and  (iv)  any 
amounts  supplied  to  customers  through 
exchange  agreements.  Any  existing  in¬ 
ventory,  or  production,  Importation  or 
purchase  of  an  allocated  product  used 
to  increase  that  Inventory  consistent 
with  the  provisions  of  5  211.22  shall  not 
be  included  in  the  allocable  supply  of 
that  product. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(g)  Allocation  fractions  greater  than 
one — (1)  General.  In  allocating  allo¬ 
cable  supplies  of  any  allocated  product 
among  wholesale  purchasers  and  end- 
users,  no  supplier  may  use  an  allocation 
fraction  greater  than  one  (1.0)  except 
as  provided  herein.  Propane  and  butane 
imported  and  distributed  by  suppliers 
pursuant  to  §  211.12(g)  shall  be  subject 
only  to  the  provisions  of  paragraph 
(g)  (8) ,  of  this  section. 

***** 

(8)  Limitation  on  purchaser’s  rights 
including  special  restrictions  on  propane 
and  butane.  (1)  No  supplier  shall  supply 
and  no  end-user  or  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumer  shall  accept  quantities  of  an 
allocated  product  which  exceed  one 
himdred  (100)  percent  of  the  end-user’s 
or  wholesale  purchaser-consumer’s  cur¬ 
rent  requirements.  Provided,  TTiat  un¬ 
less  directed  by  FEA  upon  application 
pursuant  to  subpart  G  of  Part  205  of 
this  chapter,  (A)  no  supplier  shall  sup¬ 
ply  and  no  end-user  or  wholesale  pur¬ 
chaser-consumer  (except  with  respect  to 
Imports  acquired  and  distributed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  211.12(g)  (1)  (li)  and  (2)  shall 
accept  or  use  propane  or  butane  (includ¬ 
ing  the  propane  and  butane  content  of 
natural  gas  liquids  and  refinery  gas)  in 
excess  of  one  himdred  (100)  percent  of 
base  period  use  for  any  industrial  use 
(other  than  for  refinery  fuel  use)  ex¬ 
cept  for  the  purpose  of  Increasing  In¬ 
ventories  for  such  uses  to  the  levels 


allowed  under  §§  211.86(g)  and'  211.96 
(e> ,  (B)  no  supplier  shall  supply  and  no 
end-user  or  wholesale  purchaser-con¬ 
sumer  (except  with  respect  to  imports 
acquired  and  distributed  pursuant  to 
5  211.12(g)  (l)(ii)  and  (2)  shall  accept 
or  use  quantities  of  propane  or  butane 
(excluding  the  propane  and  butane  con¬ 
tent  of  natural  gas  liquids  and  refinery 
gas)  in  excess  of  one  hundred  (100)  per¬ 
cent  of  base  period  use  for  refinery  fuel 
use  except  for  the  purpose  of  increasing 
inventories  for  such  use  to  the  levels  al¬ 
lowed  imder  §§  211.86(g)  and  211.96(e), 
and  (C)  no  supplier  shall  supply  and  no 
end-user  or  wholesale  purchaser-con¬ 
sumer  shall  accept  or  use  quantities  of 
propane  or  butane  (including  the  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane  content  of  natural  gas 
liquids  and  refinery  gas)  in  excess  of  one 
hundred  (100)  percent  of  base  period 
use  for  gas  utility  use  or  synthetic  nat¬ 
ural  gas  feedstock  use  except  for  the 
purpose  of  increasing  inventories  for 
such  uses  to  the  levels  allowed  under 
§§  211.86(g)  and 211.96(e). 

(ii)  Suppliers  and  wholesale  purchas¬ 
ers  shall  comply  with  §§211.87  and 
211.97  in  the  purchase  of  surplus  pro¬ 
pane  and  butane. 

***** 

2.  Section  211.12  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (g)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  211.12  Parcliaser's  allocation  entitle* 

ment. 

***** 

(g)  Importers — (1)  End-user  and 
wholesale  purchaser-consumer  import¬ 
ers.  (1)  Subject  to  paragraph  (g)  (1)  (ii), 
(iii),  (iv)  and  (v)  of  this  section,  end- 
users  and  wholesale  purchasers-con- 
sumers  which  Import  an  allocated  prod¬ 
uct  in  excess  of  volumes  which  they  im¬ 
ported  in  the  base  period,  and  end- 
users  and  wholesale  purchaser-consum¬ 
ers  which  have  not  previously  imported 
an  allocated  product  may  import  that 
product  for  their  own  use  provided.  That 
should  circiunstances  warrant,  FEA  may 
order  suppliers  of  a  firm  which  Imports 
or  purchases  an  allocated  product  to 
limit  or  terminate  the  allocation  entitle¬ 
ment  of  such  firm  for  miy  period  corre¬ 
sponding  to  a  base  period  or  FEA  may 
order  that  imports  made  pursuant  to  this 
paragraph  (g)  be  allocated  to  other  end- 
users,  wholesale  purchasers,  producers  or 
suppliers. 

(ii)  Imports  of  propane  and  butane 
other  than  from  Canada  for  industrial 
use  (including  pietrochemical  feedstock 
use  and  refinery  fuel  use)  (A)  by  whole¬ 
sale  purchaser-consumers  and  end-users 
in  excess  of  volumes  imported  in  the  base 
period  and  (B)  by  wholesale  purchaser- 
consumers  and  end-users  which  have  not 
previously  Imported  these  products  are 
not  subject  to  the  use  liniitations  im¬ 
posed  by  §  211.10(g)  (8)  of  this  subpart. 

(iii)  Imports  of  propane  and  butane 
other  than  from  Canada  for  industrial 
use  (including  petrochemical  feedstock 
use  and  refinery  fuel  use)  will  not  affect 
a  firm’s  allocation  entitlements  unless 
FEA  determines  that  such  Imports,  with¬ 
out  a  reduction  in  domestic  allocation 
entitlements,  are  inconsistent  with  the 
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objectives  of  the  Act  and  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (g)(l)(l)  of  this  section 
orders  a  firm’s  supplier  to  limit  or  ter¬ 
minate  the  firm’s  aUocation  entitlement. 

(iv)  End-users  and  wholesale  pur¬ 
chaser-consumers  who  import  allocated 
products  are  required  to  report  to  both 
the  FEA  National  and  appropriate  Re¬ 
gional  offices  pursuant  to  §  211.225. 

(V)  End-users  and  wholesale  pur¬ 
chaser-consumers  availing  themselves  of 
the  provisions  of  this  paragraph  (g) 
shall  not  be  considered  to  be  prime  sup¬ 
pliers  or  producers  of  propane. 

(2)  Supplier  importers  of  propane  and 
butane,  (i)  Subject  to  clauses  (ii),  (iii), 
(iv),  and  (v)  of  this  section,  suppliers 
and  producers  may  import  (or  purchase 
from  suppliers  and  producers  who 
have  so  imported)  propane  or  butane 
other  than  from  Canada  in  excess 
of  volumes  which  they  distributed  in  the 
base  period  (A)  for  distribution  to 
wholesale  purchaser-consximers  and 
end-users  which  certify  in  writing  that 
they  will  use  such  imported  propane  or 
butane  for  Industrial  use,  (including 
petrochemical  feedstock  use  or  refinery 
fuel)  or  (B)  for  distribution  to  any 
wholesale  purchaser-resellers  which  cer¬ 
tify  in  writing  that  they  will  distribute 
such  imported  propane  or  butane  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragraph  (g) . 

(ii)  Propane  or  butane  imported  other 
than  from  Canada  shall  not  be  distrib¬ 
uted  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  (g)  to 
any  purchaser  by  a  supplier  or  producer 
in  any  period  corresponding  to  a  base 
period  unless  the  supplier  or  producer 
has  an  allocation  fraction  of  one  (1.0) 
and  the  supplier  or  producer  certifies  in 
writing  that  the  propane  or  butane  has 
been  imported  under  the  provisions  of 
this  paragraph.  Suppliers  and  producers 
shall  use  propane  or  butane  imported 
other  than  from  Canada  for  distribution 
pursuant  to  this  paragraph  (g)  to  in¬ 
crease  their  allocable  supply  of  propane 
and  butane  for  a  period  corresponding  to 
a  bsise  period  to  the  extent  necessary  to 
achieve  an  allocation  fraction  of  one 
(1.0).  A  supplier  or  producer  may  use 
propane  or  butane  imported  other  than 
from  Canada  to  achieve  an  allocation 
fraction  in  excess  of  one  (1.0).  Any  im¬ 
ported  propane  and  butane  used  to  in¬ 
crease  a  supplier’s  or  producer’s  allocable 
supply  of  propane  and  butane  to  achieve 
an  allocation  fraction  of  (1.0),  or  more 
than  one),  shall  be  allocated  pursuant 
to  tile  provisions  of  §  211.10. 

(iii)  A  supplier  or  producer  which  has 
propane  or  butane  to  be  distributed  pur¬ 
suant  to  this  paragraph  shall  maintain 
inventory  records  for  such  propane  or 
butane  separate  from  its  inventory  rec¬ 
ords  for  propane  or  butane  allocated  un¬ 
der  the  proidsions  of  §  211.10. 

(iv)  Imported  propane  and  butane  dis¬ 
tributed  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  shall 
not  be  subject  to  the  provisions  of  §  211.- 
10  other  than  §  211.10(g)  (8)  except  to 
the  extent  such  propane  or  butane  is  used 
to  increase  a  supplier’s  or  producer’s 
allocation  fraction  to  one  (1.0). 

(V)  Should  circumstances  warrant, 
FEA  may  require  that  propane  or  butane 
other  than  from  Canada  obtained  by  a 
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firm  pursuant  to  this  paragraph  (g)  (2) 
be  allocated  to  other  wholesale  purchas¬ 
ers,  end  users,  producers  or  suppliers. 

*  «  •  *  « 

3.  Section  211.86  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  the  first  sentence  of  paragraph  (d) 
and  by  revising  paragraph  (g)  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  211.86  Method  of  allocation. 

*  •  «  *  * 

(d)  Producers.  Notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  §§  211.9-13  (except  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  §  211.12(g)),  producers  shall 
allocate  their  allowable  supply  in  the 
following  manner: 

***** 

(g)  Inventory  accumulation.  (1)  Ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  para¬ 
graph  (g),  producers,  suppliers,  whole¬ 
sale  purchasers  and  end-users  may 
accumulate  propane  in  inventory  in 
quantities  which  are  normal  and  reason¬ 
able  for  seasonal  usage  in  accordance 
with  their  normal  business  practices. 

(2)  Unless  directed  by  PEA  gas  utili¬ 
ties  shall  not  accumulate  propane  in  in¬ 
ventory  in  excess  of  one  hundred  twenty 
(120)  percent  of  the  allocation  entitle¬ 
ment  specified  in  §  211.83. 

(3)  Industrial  users  (including  petro¬ 
chemical  feedstock  users  and  refinery 
fuel  users)  may  accumulate  propane  in 
inventory  pursuant  to  paragraph  (a)  (1) 
of  this  section  but  only  up  to  an  amount 
equal  to  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  per¬ 
cent  of  the  volumes  used  for  all  indus¬ 
trial  uses  (including  standby  volumes) 
during  the  base  period  except  that  pro¬ 
pane  imported  other  than  from  Canada 
pursuant  to  §  211.12(g)  shall  not  be  sub¬ 
ject  to  this  limitation. 

(4)  If  a  firm  controls  greater  than  the 
above  mentioned  inventories  of  propane, 
excluding  the  volume  of  propane  im¬ 
ported  and  distributed  pursuant  to 
§  211.12(g) ,  it  shall  not  accept  an  alloca¬ 
tion  of  propane  from  a  supplier  or  pro¬ 
ducer  imtil  its  inventories  are  reduced  to 
conform  to  the  limitations  imposed  by 
this  paragraph  (g). 

^  4.  Section  211.96  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (e)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  211.96  Method  of  allocation. 

***** 

(e)  Inventory  accumulation.  (1)  Ex¬ 
cept  as  otherwise  provided  in  this  para¬ 
graph  (e),  suppliers,  wholesale  pur¬ 
chasers  and  end-users  may  accumulate 
butane  in  inventory  in  qtiantities  which 
are  normal  and  reasonable  for  seasonal 
usage  in  accordance  with  their  normal 
business  practices. 

(2)  Unless  directed  by  PEA  gas  utili¬ 
ties  shall  not  accumulate  butane  in  in¬ 
ventory  in  excess  of  one  hundred  (100) 
percent  of  the  allocation  entitlement 
specified  in  §  211.93. 

(3)  Industrial  users  (including  petro¬ 
chemical  feedstock  users  and  refinery 
fuel  users)  may  accumulate  butane  in  in¬ 
ventory  pursuant  to  paragraph  (e)  (1)  of 
this  section  but  on^  up  to  an  amount 
equal  to  one  hundred  twenty  (120)  per¬ 
cent  of  the  volumes  iised  for  all  industrial 
uses  (Including  standby  volumes)  durhig 
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the  base  period  except  that  butane  im¬ 
ported  other  than  from  Canada  pursuant 
to  §  211.12(g)  shall  not  be  subject  to  this 
limitation. 

(4)  If  a  firm  controls  greater  than  the 
above-mentioned  inventories  for  butane, 
excluding  the  volume  of  butane  im¬ 
ported  and  distributed  pursuant  to 
§  211.12(g),  it  shall  not  accept  an  allo¬ 
cation  of  butane  from  a  supplier  imtil  its 
inventories  are  reduced  to  conform  to 
the  limitations  imposed  by  this  para¬ 
graph  (e). 

5.  Section  211.225  is  revised  to  read  as 
follows: 

§  211.225  Report  of  end>u8cr  and 
wholesale  purchaser-consumer  im¬ 
porters. 

Pursuant  to  §  211.12(g),  end-user  and 
wholesale  purchaser-consumer  Importers 
of  an  allocated  product  are  required  to 
report  to  the  FEA  National  and  appro¬ 
priate  Regional  offices  (a)  by  Septem¬ 
ber  30  and  April  1  of  each  calendar  year 
in  the  case  of  propane  and  butane  which 
they  import  and  (b)  in  the  case  of  any 
other  allocated  product  at  least  fifteen 
(15)  days  prior  to  commencing  use  of 
such  other  allocated  product  which  they 
import: 

(1)  The  amounts  and  sources  of  these 
products  imported  since  the  last  report 
filed  pursuant  to  this  section; 

(2)  The  intended  use  of  these  imports; 

(3)  The  projected  monthly  consump¬ 
tion  of  these  imports;  and 

(4)  A  complete  record  of  the  domestic 
suppliers  and  amounts  supplied  of  the 
allocated  product  from  January  1,  1972, 
to  the  date  of  the  filing  of  the  report. 

6.  Section  212.93  is  amended  by  revis¬ 
ing  paragraph  (f)  to  read  as  follows: 

§  212.93  Price  rule. 

•  •  *  •  • 

(f)  Special  rules  for  propane  and  bu¬ 
tane — (1)  Exception  to  equal  application 
rules  for  propane.  Notwithstanding  the 
provisions  of  paragraph  (e)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion,  a  seller  may  comply  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  by  applying  un¬ 
equal  amounts  of  increased  costs  to  the 
weighted  average  May  15,  1973  selling 
price  of  propane  to  classes  of  pxirchaser 
of  propane,  provided  that  the  highest 
amount  of  increased  cost  applied  to  the 
weighted  average  May  15,  1973  selling 
price  to  any  class  of  purchaser  shall  not 
exceed  by  more  than  one  hundred  (100) 
percent  ^e  amount  of  increased  cost  ap¬ 
plied  to  the  weighted  average  May  15, 
1973  selling  price  to  any  other  class  of 
piurchaser,  and,  provided  further,  that 
no  greater  amoimt  of  increased  cost  shall 
be  applied  to  the  weighted  average  May 
15,  1973  selling  price  of  propane  in  sales 
to  any  class  of  purchaser  which  Includes 
either  an  independent  marketer,  as  de¬ 
fined  in  §  211.51  of  part  211  of  this  chap¬ 
ter,  or  a  purchaser  that  uses  the  product 
for  residential  use,  as  defined  in  211.51, 
than  is  applied  to  the  weighted  average 
May  15,  1973  selling  price  of  piopane  in 
sales  to  any  other  class  of  purchaser. 

(2)  Separate  cost  of  product  in  inven¬ 
tory  for  imported  propane  and  butane. 
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A:ny  seller  of  imported  propane  or  butane 
other  than  from  Canada  shall,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  such  propane  or  butane  is  distrib¬ 
uted  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  §  211.- 
12(g)(2),  determine  the  price  permitted 
to  be  charged  for  propane  or  butane  piir- 
suant  to  paragraph  (a)  of  this  section  by 
calculating  increased  costs  as  follows: 

(i) ’  With  respect  to  the  imported  pro¬ 
pane  or  butane  maintained  in  a  separate 
inventory  pursuant  to  §  211.12(g)  (2)  (iii), 
for  distribution  in  accordance  with 
§  211.12(g)  (2)  (i),  the  seller  shall  make  a 
separate  calculation  of  increased  costs  as 
defined  in  §  212.92  to  be  used  in  deter¬ 
mining  its  selling  price  for  such  propane 
or  butane  pursuant  to  paragraphs  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section,  with  the  selling 
prices  for  such  propane  not,  however, 
subject  to  paragraph  (f)  (1)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion;  and 

(ii)  With  respect  to  any  imported  pro¬ 
pane  or  butane  distributed  in  accordance 
with  §  211.12(g)  (2)  (ii) ,  the  seller  shall 
Include  the  cost  of  such  propane  or  bu¬ 
tane  in  with"  the  cost  of  all  other  propane 
or  butane  which  is  not  sold  piirsuant  to 
S  211.12(g)  (2)  (i) ,  in  making  a  separate 
calculation  of  increased  costs  as  defined 
in  §  212.92  to  be  used  in  determining  its 
selling  price  for  all  sales  of  propane  or 
butane  other  than  those  distributed  pur¬ 
suant  to  §  211.12(g)  (2)  (i) ,  subject  to  all 
other  provisions  of  this  section,  includ¬ 
ing  paragrraph  (f)  (1) . 

[PR  Doc.75-23484  Plied  8-29-75:5:16  pm] 


PART  212— MANDATORY  PETROLEUM 
PRICE  REGULATIONS 

Retroactive  Application  of  Subpart  K; 

Issuance  of  Decision  and  Order 

On  May  29,  1975,  the  FEA  published 
a  notice  of  proposal  to  issue  a  decision 
and  order  (40  FR  23320)  granting  ex¬ 
ception  relief  to  natural  gas  processors 
in  the  form  of  retroactive  application  of 
certain  aspects  of  the  price  rules  of  Sub- 
part  K  of  Part  212  to  transactions  made 
prior  to  the  January  1. 1975  effective  date 
of  Subpart  K.  The  proposed  exception 
relief  was  in  response  to  a  growing 
awareness  by  the  FEA  of  the  numerous 
problems  encoimtcred  by  natural  gas 
processors  in  applying  the  pricing  regu¬ 
lations  of  Subpart  E  which  were  applica¬ 
ble  prior  to  January  1. 1975  to  all  “refin¬ 
ers” — both  of  crude  oil  and  natural  gas— ^ 
but  which  were  primarily  written  to 
cover  the  refining  of  crude  oil.  Comments 
were  invited  from  interested  parties  and 
a  public  hearing  on  the  proposal  was  held 
on  July  10. 1975. 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  the  deci¬ 
sion  and  order  set  forth  below  was  Issued 
August  29.  1975  by  FEA’s  Office  of  Ex¬ 
ceptions  and  Appeals.  The  basis  for  the 
exception  relief  is  set  forth  in  the  deci¬ 
sion  and  order. 

Issued  In  Washington,  D.C.,  August  29, 
1975. 

Davu)  G.  Wilson, 
Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 


Decision  and  Oboes  of  the  Federal  EinxcY 

Administsatton 

CLASS  EXCEPTION 

On  May  29,  1975,  the  Federal  Energy  Ad¬ 
ministration  published  a  notice  of  a  proposal 
to  issue  a  class  exception  to  natural  gas  proc¬ 
essors.  40  Fed.  Reg.  23320  (May  29,  1975). 
Hie  exception,  if  granted,  would  generally 
permit  the  price  rules  of  Subpart  K  of  Part 
212  to  be  ai^lied  retroactively  in  those  cases 
where  a  firm  would  obtain  a  benefit  from  a 
retroactive  application.  Subpart  K  eets  forth 
the  requirements  to  which  a  firm  must  ad¬ 
here  in  establishing  its  maximum  permissi¬ 
ble  price  levels  for  natural  gas  liquids  and 
natural  gas  liquid  products,  including  pro¬ 
pane,  butane  and  natural  gasoline.  The  FEA 
solicited  comments  with  respect  to  the  pro¬ 
posed  class  exception,  and  on  July  10,  1975 
a  public  hearing  was  held  in  regard  to  the 
proposal. 

In  the  May  29,  1975  notice  of  the  proposed 
class  exception,  the  FEA  stated  that,  prior  to 
the  January  1,  1975  effective  date  of  Sub¬ 
part  K,  the  FEA  Price  Regulations  applicable 
to  the  pricing  of  natural  gas  liquids  and 
natmal  gas  liquid  products  were  set  forth 
'in  Subpart  E  of  the  general  price  regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  all  “refiners” — both  of 
crude  oil  and  natural  gas  liquids.  However, 
in  view  of  the  particular  situation  existing 
in  the  natural  gas  processing  Industry,  on 
January  1,  1975  a  separate  Subpart  K  of  the 
Price  Regulations  was  adopted  dealing  ex¬ 
clusively  with  that  segment  of  the  petroleum 
Industry.  In  adopting  the  Subpart  K  regula¬ 
tions,  the  FEA  stated  that  the  determina¬ 
tion  of  the  maximum  lawful  selling  price  for 
natural  gas  liquids  and  natural  gas  liquid 
products  was  to  be  a  function  of : 

(1)  The  May  15.  1973  lawful  selling  price; 

(2)  An  adjustment  to  May  15,  1973  sell¬ 
ing  prices  to  correct  a  disequilibrium  market 
condition; 

(3)  The  passthrough  of  Increased  product 
costs,  including  increased  costs  of  natural 
gas  shrinkage.  In  a  manner  analogous  to  that 
provided  In  Subpart  E  for  the  passthrough  of 
increased  costs  of  crude  oil  and  petroleum 
products;  and 

(4)  A  specific  price  Increment  to  permit 
producers  and  processors  of  natural  gas 
liquids  to  Increase  their  prices  to  reflect  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs  which  they  in¬ 
curred  without  the  necessity  of  prenotifica¬ 
tion. 

As  stated  above,  prior  to  the  adoption  of 
Subpart  K,  the  pricing  of  natural  gas  liquids 
and  natural  gas  liquid  products  was  con¬ 
trolled  by  Subpart  E  of  the  FEA  price  regula¬ 
tions.  Those  Regulations,  however,  did  not 
indicate  precisely  how  the  price  rules  of 
Subpart  E,  which  did  not  specifically  address 
the  activities  of  natural  gas  producers  and 
processors,  should  be  construed  with  respect 
to  those  operations. 

A  major  ambiguity  of  the  Subpart  E  price 
rules  as  they  related  to  natural  gas  processing 
was  that  they  did  not  explicitly  provide  for 
the  recovery  of  increased  natural  gas 
“shrinkage”  costs  incurred  by  the  extraction 
of  natural  gas  liquids  from  the  gas  (xe.,  the 
incremental  reduction  In  vMue  of  natural  gas 
after  it  has  been  reduced  in  volume  and 
BTU  content  by  the  extraction  of  liquids). 
In  order  to  clarify  this  aspect  of  the  Sub¬ 
part  E  Regulations,  the  FEA  Issued  a  ruling 
which  stated  explicitly  that  the  provisions 
of  Subpart  E  which  permit  a  dollar-for-dollu' 
passthrough  of  increased  product  costs  also 
afford  a  passthrough  of  the  Increased  product 
costs  which  result  frean  natural  gas  shrink¬ 
age  in  the  same  manner  as  is  now  expressly 
provided  by  Subpart  K.  See  Ruling  1976-6, 
40  Fed.  Beg.  23272  (May  29,  1975). 


The  notice  of  the  proposed  class  exception 
stated  that  the  proposed  action  was  designed 
to  eliminate  additional  inequities  which  may 
have  resulted  from  the  application  of  Sub¬ 
part  E  to  the  pricing  of  natural  gas  liquids 
and  natural  gas  liquid  products  prior  to  the 
adoption  by  the  FEA  of  Subpart  K  on  Janu¬ 
ary  1,  1976.  < 

Having  considered  the  written  comments 
submlted  with  respect  to  the  proposed  class 
exception  and  the  oral  testimony  presented 
at  the  July  10,  1975  public  hearing,  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  has  concluded 
that: 

(a)  Subpart  K  specifies  a  number  of  ad¬ 
justments  to  the  May  15,  1973  lawful  selling 
price  of  natmal  gas  liquids  and  natural  gas 
liquid  products  which  gas  plant  operators 
may  implement  on  a  prospective  basis  In 
determining  the  maximum  permissible  sell¬ 
ing  prices  of  those  products  under  FEA  Reg¬ 
ulations.  The  adoption  of  Subpart  K  was 
based  in  part  upon  the  judgment  of  the 
FEA  that  the  May  15,  1973  prlc-'  levels  of 
natural  gas  liquids  products  which  were  used 
as  a  reference  point  under  Subpart  E  were 
in  disequilibrium  and  resulted  in  an  in¬ 
equitable  situation.  However,  the  Subpart 
K  Regulations  only  partly  resolved  the  In¬ 
equities  that  previously  existed.  Since  Sub¬ 
part  K  had  only  prospective  effect,  the  prior 
inequities  that  the  F^  has  acknowledged  to 
have  existed  were  not  alleviated  by  the  adop¬ 
tion  of  Subpart  K. 

(b)  A  further  inequity  existed  under  the 
prior  regulations  with  respect  to  the  manner 
In  which  processors  could  Increase  the  prices 
of  the  products  which  they  sold  to  reflect 
the  Increased  non-product  costs  which  they 
Incurred  In  1974.  Pursuant  to  Subpart  E  of 
the  FEA  Regulations,  refiners  are  permitted 
to  pass  through  “allowable”  Increased  non¬ 
product  costs,  subject  to  prenotiflcatlon  and 
profit  margin  limitations.  Although  some  ras 
processors  were  able  to  follow  the  prenotifi¬ 
cation  requirements  which  previously  existed 
with  respect  to  non -product  cost  Increases, 
some  other  gas  processors,  particularly  the 
smaller  operators,  may  not  have  been  aware 
of  the  availability  of  this  procedure  under 
the  FEA  price  regulations.  Moreover  the  bur¬ 
dens  which  these  firms  faced  with  respect 
to  prenotification  of  price  Increases  were 
significantly  different  from  the  procedures 
applicable  to  other  similar  small  business 
operations  under  PEA  Regulations.  See,  e.g., 
10  CFR,  Part  212,  Subpart  P.  Furthermore, 
the  requirement  of  prenotification  was  par¬ 
ticularly  Impractical  and  onerous  for  gas 
processors,  since,  in  many  Instances,  the 
ownership  of  such  operations  is  divided 
among  numerous  parties,  many  of  whom 
have  additional  Interests  In  other,  financially 
unrelated  gas  processing  operations. 

(c)  Natural  gas  processors  also  encoun¬ 
tered  considerable  dlfBculty  in  the  past  as  a 
consequence  of  the  application  to  them  of 
Section  212.83(c)  (1)  (ill)  (A)  (IV)  of  Subpart 
E  of  Part  212  of  the  FEA  R^ulations.  That 
section  provides  that  a  refiner:  •••  •  •  may 
not  apportion  to  propane  any  Increased  prod¬ 
uct  costs  Incurred  prior  to  July  1,  1974  and 
not  recovered  through  July  31,  1974." 

As  the  FEA  clearly  stated  in  the  Preamble 
to  the  Special  Propane  Rule  (of  which  Sec¬ 
tion  212.83(c)  (1)  (ill)  (A)  (IV)  is  a  part),  this 
provision  was  designed  “•  •  ‘to  limit  the 
amount  of  increased  costs  of  crude  oil  that 
may  be  applied  to  propane  prices  by  a  refiner 
to  an  amount  which  Is  proportional  to  the 
quantity  of  propane  produced  from  crude 
oil  by  that  refiner.”  See  39  Fed.  Reg.  28608 
(August  9,  1974).  Although  Section  212.88 (c) 
(1)  (Hi)  (A)  (IV)  was  not  designed  to  apply 
to  propane  processed  from  natural  gas,  a 
number  of  gas  processors  which  do  not  refine 
crude  oil  have  nevertheless  been  prevented 
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from  passing  through  actual  Inceased  prod¬ 
uct  costs  Inctured  prior  to  July  1,  1974  to 
propEtne  as  a  result  of  Section  212.83(c)(1) 
(Ui)(A)(IV).  In  view  of  the  fact  that  this 
result  was  neither  envisioned  nor  intended 
by  the  FEA  at  the  time  Section  212.83(c)  (1) 
(iii)(A)(IV)  was  adopted,  and  in  view  of 
ti  e  fact  that  Section  212.83(c)  (1)  (ill)  (A) 
(IV)  has  adversely  affected  natural  gas  proc¬ 
essors  to  a  significant  extent,  a  gross  in¬ 
equity  exists  which  warrants  exception  re¬ 
lief.  See,  Vickers  Petroleum  Corporation,  2 
FEA  Par.  —  (August  8,  1976) ;  The  Oil  Shale 
Corporation,  2  FEA  Par.  83,198  (June  27, 
1976);  Kerr-McGee  Corporation,  2  PEA  Par. 
83,197  (June  27.  1976):  Continental  Oil  Com¬ 
pany,  2  PEA  Par.  83,067  (March  10,  1976); 
Shelly  Oil  Company,  2  PEA  Par.  83,064 
(March  6,  1976);  and  Uidroc  Oil  Company,  1 
FEA  Par.  20,679  (October  9,  1974) . 

(d)  Finally,  it  should  be  noted  that,  in 
calculating  the  ctury-forward  of  unrecovered 
increased  costs  prior  to  the  adoption  of  Sub¬ 
part  K,  natural  gas  processors  were  required 
to  compute  the  carry-forward  amount  in  each 
month  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  212.83(e)  of  Subpart  E  of  Part  212 
of  the  PEA  Regulations.  However,  in  Novem¬ 
ber  1974  the  FEA  amended  Section  212.83(e) 
to  limit  the  use  of  this  carry-forward  of  un¬ 
recovered  Increased  costs  in  months  subse¬ 
quent  to  the  month  in  which  the  increased 
costs  were  incurred.  See  Section  212.83(e)  (6) . 
This  limitation  has  imposed  a  significant 
burden  on  natural  gas  processors.  The  appli¬ 
cation  of  Section  212.83(e)  (6)  to  natural  gas 
processors  requires  that  these  firms  adjust 
their  accormting  practices  with  regard  to  the 
carry-forward  of  unrecovered  Increased  costs 
under  the  applicable  FEA  Regulations  for  a 
period  of  only  two  months,  November  and 
December  1974,  and  then  to  change  these 
accounting  practices  once  again  on  January  1, 
1976,  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Subpart  K  of  Part  212  of  the  FEA  Regula¬ 
tions.  This  result  was  clearly  not  Intended  by 
the  FEA  in  adopting  this  regulation.  In  fact, 
as  the  introduction  which  accompanied  the 
adoption  of  Section  212.83(e)  (6)  by  the  FEA 
indicates,  this  limitation  was  designed  to  ap¬ 
ply  to  the  unreoovered  increased  product 
costs  of  refiners  of  crude  oil  rather  to  the 
unrecovered  increcused  costs  of  natural  gas 
processors.  See  39  Fed.  Reg.  39269  (Novem¬ 
ber  6,  1974) .  In  addition,  it  should  be  noted 
that  Subpart  K,  which  was  adopted  to  apply 
specifically  to  natural  gas  processors  and 
was  promulgated  less  than  two  months  after 
the  introduction  of  Section  212.83(e)(6), 
does  not  contain  any  similar  limitation  with 
respect  to  the  carry-forward  of  unrecovered 
increased  costs  by  natural  gas  processors  after 
January  1,  1976.  See  Section  212.167(e).  In 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  effect  of  Section 
212.83(e)(6)  on  natural  gas  processors  was 
not  intended  by  the  FEA  at  the  time  of  its 
adoption,  and  in  view  of  the  significant  ad¬ 
verse  effects  which  the  application  of  Section 
212.83(e)(6)  to  natxural  gas  processors  for  a 
period  of  only  two  months  causes  to  such 
firms,  a  gross  inequity  exists  which  warrants 
exception  relief. 

(e)  Since  a  significant  nunfiier  of  gas  proc¬ 
essors  have  been  subject  to  the  conditions 
described  above  and  may  in  many  cases  lack 
sufiScient  resources  to  file  individual  requests 
for  exception,  the  FEA  has  determined  that 
class  exception  relief  is  appropriate.  The  ex¬ 
ception  granted  should  ^rmit  the  class  to 
whom  it  applies  to  use  the  adjusted  May  16, 
1973  prices  specified  by  Subpart  K  in  comput¬ 
ing  lawful  selling  prices  prior  to  the  effective 
date  of  Subpart  K.  The  relief  would  apply 
notwithstanding  any  contrary  provisions  of 
Subpart  E  which  were  iq>pUcable  prior  to  the 
adoption  of  Subpart  K. 

(f)  In  view  of  the  inordinate  burden  which 
natural  gas  processors  as  a  class  experienced 


as  a  restilt  of  previous  prenotification  re¬ 
quirements,  further  exception  relief  should 
be  granted  which  would  permit  members  of 
the  class  who  failed  to  prenotify  price  in¬ 
creases  to  determine  the  maximum  selling 
prices  which  they  could  lawfully  charge  prior 
to  the  publication  of  Subpart  K  on  the  basis 
of  a  pass  through  of  no  more  than  $.0026 
per  gallon  of  non-product  costs  actually  in¬ 
curred.  The  $.0026  limitation  is  based  on  the 
Judgment  that  the  maximiun  increase  in 
non-product  costs  which  natural  gas  proc¬ 
essors  generally  experienced  in  1974  was 
$.0026  and  that  any  greater  degree  of  relief 
on  a  retroactive  basis  would  unduly  prej¬ 
udice,  purchasers  of  natural  gas  liquid  prod¬ 
ucts.  The  relief  granted  should  apply  not¬ 
withstanding  the  profit  margin  limitation 
set  forth  in  Section  212.11  of  Part  212  of  the 
FEA  Regulations. 

(g)  As  stated  above,  the  provisions  of  Sec¬ 
tion  212.83(c)  (l)(iU)  (A)  (IV)  and  Section 
212.83(e)  (6)  were  never  envisioned  or  in¬ 
tended  to  apply  to  natural  gas  processors. 
Consequently,  class  exception  relief  should 
also  be  provided  to  members  of  the  class 
from  these  provisions. 

(h)  In  weighing  the  considerations  which 
would  lead  to  the  approval  of  the  class  ex¬ 
ception  relief  discussed  in  this  Decision,  the 
FEA  has  taken  into  account  the  adverse 
effect  which  could  be  experienced  by  firms 
and  individuals  who  purchased  natural  gas 
liquid  products  during  the  period  prior  to 
January  1,  1976.  Although  natural  gas  proc¬ 
essors  have  been  subject  to  a  certain  degree 
of  inequitable  treatment  in  the  past,  the 
mitigation  of  that  situation  should  not  be 
permitted  to  affect  purchasers  in  an  unduly 
adverse  manner.  Consequently,  the  FEA  has 
determined  that  the  exception  relief  pro¬ 
vided  in  this  Decision  should  be  limited  in 
the  following  manner: 

(1)  The  relief  granted  should  not  be  imple¬ 
mented  in  a  manner  which  would  result  in 
retroactive  billing  to  purchasers  of  natural 
gas  liquids  and  natiural  gas  liquid  products; 

(ii)  If  a  firm  is  unable  to  recover  the  full 
measure  of  relief  provided  as  a  result  of  the 
restrictions  on  retroactive  billing,  it  should 
be  permitted  to  establish  a  "bank”  of  un¬ 
recovered  costs  which  may  be  used  to  im¬ 
plement  price  increases  on  a  prospective 
basis  in  a  manner  similar  to  that  specified  in 
Section  212.167(e)  of  the  FEA  Price  Reg¬ 
ulations;  and 

(ill)  In  order  to  avoid  severe  short-term 
market  dislocations  or  pricing  anomalies,  the 
amount  of  unrecovered  costs  which  a  firm 
should  be  permitted  to  recover  in  any  month 
as  a  result  of  the  relief  provided  in  this  Deci¬ 
sion  and  Order  should  be  further  linfited  to 
an  amount  which  does  not  exceed  ten  per¬ 
cent  of  the  total  dollar  value  of  the  exception 
relief  provided. 

It  is  therefore  ordered  that: 

(1)  The  class  to  whom  the  exception  relief 
set  forth  below  applies  is  all  firms,  including 
gas  plant  operators,  producers  of  natural 
gas,  natural  gas  royalty  owners  and  refiners 
(except  resellers  or  retailers  which  are  sub¬ 
ject  to  Subpart  F  of  Part  212  of  the  PEA 
Regulations),  which  sold  natural  gas  liquids 
or  natmal  gas  liquid  products  from  Au¬ 
gust  19,  1973,  through  December  31,  1974, 
which  were  produced  In  gas  processing  plants. 
The  class  therefore  consists  of  only  those 
firms  to  which  the  provisions  of  Subpart  K  of 
Part  212  of  the  FEA  Regulations  currently 
apply,  and  only  to  the  extent  to  which  the 
provisions  of  Subpart  K  apply  to  the  opera¬ 
tions  of  the  firms. 

(2)  Notwithstanding  any  contrary  provi¬ 
sions  of  Subpart  E  of  Part  212  of  the  FEA 
Regulations,  the  members  of  the  class  re¬ 
ferred  to  In  Paragraph  (1)  may,  subject  to 
the  limitations  set  forth  In  Paragraphs  (3) 
and  (4)  below,  determine  their  maximum 


permissible  selling  prices  for  the  natural  gas 
liquids  and  natural  gas  liquid  products  which 
they  sold  from  August  19,  1973,  through  De¬ 
cember  31, 1974,  by: 

(a)  Using  the  adjusted  May  13, 1973  selling 
price  specified  in  Section  212.164  (a)  and 

(b)  of  the  current  FEA  Price  Regulations  In 
all  instances  in  which  the  term  "May  16, 
1973  selling  price”  was  used  in  Section  212.83 
(a)  (1)  (il)  of  the  FEA  Regulations  applicable 
to  the  members  of  the  class  from  August  19, 
1973,  through  December  31, 1974; 

(b)  Increasing  the  adjusted  May  16,  1973 
selling  price  specified  in  Section  212.164  (a) 
and  (b)  and  referred  to  in  subparagraph 
(a)  above  by  the  nonproduct  cost  Increases 
which  the  members  of  the  class  actually  ex¬ 
perienced  in  1974,  but  in  no  event  by  more 
than  S.0026  per  gallon; 

(c)  Disregarding  the  limitation  specified 
in  Section  212.11  of  the  FEA  Price  Regula¬ 
tions  applicable  to  members  of  the  class; 

(d)  Disregarding  the  requirements  speci¬ 
fied  in  Section  212.83(c)  (1)  (ill)  (A)  (IV)  of 
the  PEA  Price  Regulations  iq>plicable  to 
members  of  the  class;  and 

(e)  Disregarding  the  limitations  specified 
in  Section  212.83(e)  (6)  of  the  FEA  Price  Reg¬ 
ulations  applicable  to  members  of  the  class 
during  the  months  of  November  and  Decem¬ 
ber  1974. 

(3)  The  term  non -product  cost  increases  as 
used  in  this  Decision  and  Order  is  synony¬ 
mous  with  the  term  “Incresised  non-product 
costs”  as  defined  in  10  CFR  212.83.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  specific  computation  of  non-prod¬ 
uct  cost  increases  referred  to  in  Paragraph 
(2)  (b)  of  this  Order  shall  be  made  by  com¬ 
paring  the  average  non-product  cost  which 
the  member  of  the  class  actually  experienced 
on  a  plant-by-plant  basis  during  the  fiscal 
quarter  which  includes  May  16.  1973,  with 
such  average  non-product  costs  Incurred  by 
the  firm  on  a  plant-by-plant  basis  during 
the  entire  1974  calendar  year.  The  imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  non-product  cost  Increase 
provision  of  Paragraph  (2)  (b)  Is  however 
contingent  on  each  member  of  the  class 
maintaining  detailed  records  of  the  costs  in¬ 
curred,  the  volume  of  products  produced  and 
the  manner  in  which  the  calculations  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  this  paragraph  have  been  made. 

(4)  The  members  of  the  class  may  not  Im¬ 
plement  the  provisions  of  this  Order  by  in¬ 
creasing  the  prices  which  they  charged  pur¬ 
chasers  of  natural  gas  liquids  and  natural 
gas  liquid  products  in  transactions  concluded 
prlOT  to  the  adoption  of  Subpart  K  of  the 
PEA  Price  Regulations  either  through  retro¬ 
active  billing,  provisional  billing  at  the  time 
of  the  transaction  or  otherwise.  A  transac¬ 
tion,  for  the  purposes  of  this  Order,  is  con¬ 
sidered  to  have  occurred  at  the  time  the 
product  is  actually  delivered  to  the  pur¬ 
chaser.  In  applying  the  relief  provided  by  this 
Order  to  transactions  which  occurred  prior  to 
the  adoption  of  Subpart  K  of  the  PEA  Price 
Regulations,  each  member  of  the  class  shall 
remain  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  Section 
212.83(e)  of  Subpart  E  of  Part  212  in  calcu¬ 
lating  the  carryover  of  unreoouped  costs. 
E!ach  member  of  the  class  may  however  in¬ 
clude  the  adjustments  provided  in  Paragraph 
(2)  of  this  Order  in  its  calculation  of  un¬ 
recouped  increased  product  costs  pursuant  to 
Section  212.83(e).  In  implementing  protec¬ 
tively  the  relief  provided  by  this  Order  each 
member  of  the  class  to  whom  relief  is  ex¬ 
tended  shall  increase  its  carry-forward  of 
unrecovered  increcued  product  costs  as  re¬ 
ferred  to  in  Section  212.167(e)  of  the  current 
FEA  Price  Regulations  by  an  amount  equal 
to  the  dollar  value  of  the  relief  specified  in 
this  Order  which  has  not  previously  been  re¬ 
covered.  However,  a  firm  may  not  use  the  re¬ 
lief  provided  in  this  Order  to  Increase  aggre¬ 
gate  prices  in  any  month  by  an  amount 
greater  than  ten  percent  of  the  Increment  to 
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the  firm’s  carry-forward  of  unreoovered  costs 
which  resulted  from  the  exception  relief  pro¬ 
vided  herein. 

(5)  In  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
10  CFR,  Part  206,  an  aggrieved  party  may  file 
an  appeal  from  this  Decision  and  Order  with 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  10  CFR,  Part  206,  Subpart  H,  set 
forth  the  procedures  and  criteria  which  gov¬ 
ern  the  filing  and  determination  of  any  such 
appeal. 

Date ;  August  29, 1975. 

George  B.  Bbeznay, 

For  Melvin  Goldstein, 

Director,  Office  of  Exceptions  and  Appeals. 

[FR  Doc.75-23413  Filed  8-29-75:2:55  pm] 


[Ruling— 1975-9] 

STORAGE  COSTS 

Facts.  Firm  A,  a  reseller  and  retailer 
of  propane,  purchases  propane  in  large 
quantities  at  a  location  in  Texas  vdiich 
has  a  large  underground  propane  stor¬ 
age  facility.  The  propane  Is  stored  in 
merchant  storage  at  that  location  for 
several  months,  and  is  then  transmitted 
by  pipeline  to  a  pipeline  terminal  located 
several  hundred  miles  from  Firm  A’s 
bulk  plant.  Propane  transmitted  by  pipe¬ 
line  is  dispensed  at  the  pipeline  terminal 
to  various  parties,  in  addition  to  Firm  A. 
Some  of  the  propane  received  by  Firm  A 
at  the  pipeline  terminal  is  delivered  by 
truck  from  the  pipeline  terminal  to  Firm 
A’s  bulk  plant,  and  some  is  delivered 
from  the  pipeline  terminal  directly  to 
Firm  A’s  large,  commercial  user  custom¬ 
ers.  Further  deliveries  of  propane  are 
made  by  truck  from  Firm  A’s  bulk  plant 
to  several  of  Firm  A’s  retail  outlets. 

Firm  A  incurs  storage  costs  for  storage 
of  the  propane  in  Texas,  a  pipeline  tar¬ 
iff  for  transmission  of  the  propane  to  the 
pipeline  terminal,  terminalling  charges 
for  services  at  the  pipeline  terminal,  in¬ 
cluding  transferring  the  propane  from 
the  pipeline  terminal  to  trucks  at  the 
terminal,  and  trucking  fees  for  the  de¬ 
livery  of  the  propane  from  the  pipeline 
terminal  to  Firm  A’s  bulk  plant,  from 
the  pipeline  terminal  to  certain  of  Firm 
A’s  customers,  and  from  Firm  A’s  bulk 
plant  to  Firm  A’s  retail  outlets. 

Issue.  Which  of  these  transportation 
and/or  storage  charges  can  be  included 
by  Firm  A  in  determining  its  “weighted 
average  unit  cost  of  a  product  in  inven¬ 
tory”  for  pinposes  of  determining  “in¬ 
creased  costs”  pursuant  to  §  212.92? 

Ruling.  As  set  forth  in  Ruling  1975-1 : 

The  “welgiited  average  unit  cost  of  a  prod¬ 
uct  in  inventory"  includes  transportation 
costs  incurred  In  bringing  the  covered  prod¬ 
uct  into  the  seller’s  inventory.  The  cost  of 
product  is,  in  other  words,  considered  to  be 
ttie  “delivered  oost”  to  the  buyer.  In  many 
instances,  the  product  is  purchased  at  a 
"deUvered  price,”  and  there  is  no  separate 
transportation  cost  Incurred.  Where  trans¬ 
portation  costs  are  Incurred  separately  in 
connection  with  acquiring  product,  however, 
they  have  historically  been  treated  as  a  oost 
of  acquiring  the  product.  For  example,  re¬ 
finers  are  expressly  allowed  to  treat  increased 
transportation  costs  associated  with  obtain¬ 
ing'  crude  oil  or  covered  products  as  increased 
product  costs,  pursuant  to  the  deflnltioDs  of 
“cost  of  crude  petrcfieum"  and  “cost  of  pe¬ 
troleum  product"  in  S  212.83(b). 


Ruling  1975-1,  however,  did  not  ex¬ 
pressly  deal  with  charges  Incidental  to 
transportation,  such  as  storage  or  ter¬ 
minal  charges,  nor  did  it  address  the 
questions  that  arise  concerning  the  point 
at  which  product  is  regarded  as  being  in 
the  seller’s  inventory,  where,  as  here,  a 
seller  takes  title  to  a  product  at  an  early 
point  in  the  overall  distribution  system 
for  the  product  concerned. 

The  purpose  of  this  ruling  is  to  make 
clear  that  miscellaneous  charges  inci¬ 
dent  to  transporting  product  to  a  seller, 
such  as  storage  and  terminalling  charges, 
may  be  treated  as  transportation  costs, 
and  therefore  may  be  included  as  part  of 
the  weighted  average  unit  cost  of  product 
in  inventory. 

This  ruling  also  sets  forth  the  general 
guideline  that  transportation  and  re¬ 
lated  costs  may  be  included  as  part  of  the 
weighted  average  cost  of  product  in  in¬ 
ventory  to  the  extent  that  they  are  in¬ 
curred  in  bringing  the  product  into  stor¬ 
age  at  a  location  that  constitutes  a  part 
of  the  buying  firm’s  storage  and  distribu¬ 
tion  system.  In  other  words,  the  costs  as¬ 
sociated  with  movement  of  the  product 
through  a  distribution  system  that  is 
used  in  common  to  distribute  product  to 
various  firms  operating  at  the  same  level 
of  distribution  as  the  buying  firm  may 
generally  be  treated  as  part  of  the  cost  of 
the  product  to  the  buying  firm. 

In  the  case  of  Firm  A,  therefore,  appli¬ 
cation  of  this  general  principle  means 
that  the  transportation  and  associated 
costs  of  bringing  propane  to  Firm  A’s 
bulk  plant  are  permitted  to  be  treated  as 
part  of  that  firm’s  cost  of  product.  Simi¬ 
larly,  refiners  are  generally  permitted  to 
treat  transportation  and  associated  costs 
of  bringing  crude  oil  to  their  refineries  as 
part  of  the  cost  of  crude  oil. 

As  noted  in  Ruling  1975-1,  a  firm 

*  *  *  Is  not,  however,  permitted  to  treat 
Increased  transportation  costs  associated 
with  delivering  the  covered  product  to  its 
customers  as  "increased  costs”  under  S  212.92. 
Such  costs  are  not  related  to  the  cost  of 
product  to  [that  firm],  but  are,  rather,  a 
cost  of  doing  business  for  (that  firm],  which 
must  be  treated  as  all  other  non-product 
costs,  and  vdxlch  may  be  refiected  in  [that 
firm’s]  selling  prices  only  to  the  extent  per¬ 
mitted  by  i  212.93(b). 

Thus,  the  transportation  costs  of  deliver¬ 
ing  propane  to  Firm  A’s  customers, 
whether  from  Firm  A’s  bulk  plant,  or 
from  the  pipeline  terminal,  may  not  be 
treated  as  part  of  the  cost  of  product  to 
Firm  A. 

Similarly,  the  cost  of  transporting 
product  from  Firm  A’s  bulk  plant  to  Its 
retail  ouUete  does  not  constitute  a  cost  of 
product  to  Firm  A,  but  is,  rather,  a  gen¬ 
eral  cost  of  doing  business  that  is  incur¬ 
red  by  Firm  A. 

In  summary,  therefore,  with  respect  to 
product  sold  by  Firm  A  from  its  bulk 
plant  or  from  Its  retail  outlets,  the  cost 
of  product  may  Include  the  actual  price 
paid  for  the  propane,  the  cost  of  storage 
in  Texas,  the  cost  of  pipeline  transporta¬ 
tion,  the  cost  of  pipeline  terminal  charges 
and  ^e  cost  of  truck  transportation  to 
Firm  A’s  bulk  plant.  With  respect  to 
product  delivered  by  Firm  A  directly 
from  the  pipeline  terminal  to  its  custom¬ 


ers.  the  Texas  storage  costs,  pipeline  costs 
and  pipeline  terminal  costs  may  be 
treated  as.  cost  of  product,  but  no  truck 
txansportation  costs  may  be  included. 

It  should  be  noted  that  in  some  in¬ 
stances  a  firm  may  own  or  lease  a  trans¬ 
portation  or  distribution  facility  of  a 
kind  that  more  typically  would  form  part 
of  a  distribution  system  available  for  use 
by  various  firms,  rather  than  a  part  of 
the  firm’s  own  storage  and  distribution 
system.  For  example,  a  refiner  may  own 
a  pipeline  by  which  crude  oil  is  delivered 
to  its  refinery,  or  a  reseller  may  own  a 
facility  for  transferring  impoi*ted  prod¬ 
uct  from  ocean  vessels  to  tnicks  or  rail¬ 
road  cars,  for  distribution  to  its  bulk 
plants.  In  such  cases,  a  firm  may  treat  its 
actual  increased  costs  of  furnishing  such 
facilities  as  an  increased  cost  of  product, 
provided,  however,  that  such  cost  In¬ 
creases  shall  not  exceed  increases  over 
the  May  15,  1973  per  unit  charges  made 
for  comparable  facilities  or  services  by 
unaflBliated  third  parties.  Any  firm  that 
claims  such  increased  costs  with  respect 
to  facilities  or  services  which  it  furnishes 
will  have  the  burden  of  establi^ing  not 
only  that  it  has  actually  incurred  those 
increased  costs,  but  also  that  those  cost 
increases  do  not,  exceed  increases  in  the 
per  unit  charges  made  for  comparable 
facilities  or  services  by  third  parties. 
Tariffs  published  by  regulatory  authori¬ 
ties  may  be  used  for  measuring  compli¬ 
ance  with  this  requirement. 

It  should  also  be  noted  that,  as  re¬ 
quired  by  Ruling  1975-1,  a  firm  must  be 
consistent  in  its  accounting  procedures 
when  computing  “weighted  average  unit 
cost”  of  a  product  in  inventory  pursuant 
to  S  212.92,  and  to  the  extent  that  trans¬ 
portation  and  other  costs  associated  with 
acquiring  a  product  are  treated  as  a  prod¬ 
uct  cost  for  piuposes  of  calculating  the 
current  weighted  average  imit  cost  of 
product  in  inventory,  those  costs  must 
also  be  included  in  calculating  the 
weighted  average  unit  cost  of  product  in 
inventory  on  May  15, 1973. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  August 
29,  1975. 

David  G.  Wilson, 
Acting  Oeneral  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-23411  PUed  8-29-76:2:64  pm] 


[Ruling  1975-10] 

TRANSPORTATION  COSTS  WHERE  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION  IS  PROVIDED  BY  THE  RRM 
CONCERNED 

In  Ruling  1975-1  (40  FR  6768,  Febru¬ 
ary  14, 1975) ,  the  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  set  forth  guidelines  regarding 
treatment  of  Increased  transportation 
costs  in  the  calculation  of  “increased 
costs”  by  resellers  and  retailers  pursuant 
to  10  CFR  212.92.  WhUe  this  ruling 
helped  to  clarify  the  treatment  of  in¬ 
creased  transportation  costs  where  trans¬ 
portation  is  furnished  by  an  independent 
carrier,  it  did  not  deal  with  related  ques¬ 
tions  of  increased  costs  of  transporta¬ 
tion  where  the  product  is  transported  by 
the  firm  concerned,  rather  than  by  sm 
independent  carrier.  This  ruling,  ther*^ 
fore,  is  intended  further  to  clarify  the 
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definition  of  “increased  costs”  as  set  forth 
in  §  212.92. 

Facts.  Firm  X,  a  reseller  of  a  covered 
product,  purchases  the  covered  product 
from  R^ner  W  and  sells  it  to  various 
firms,  including  Firm  Y  and  Firm  Z.  Phmi 
X  uses  its  own  vehicles  to  transport  the 
covered  product  to  its  own  terminal. 
Firm  X  also  uses  its  own  vehicles  to 
transport  the  covered  product  directly 
from  the  refinery  of  Refiner  W  to  Firm  Y. 
Firm  X  transports  the  covered  product 
from  its  terminal  to  Firm  Z,  also  using 
its  own  vehicles.  Firm  X’s  costs  incurred 
In  connection  with  transporting  the  cov¬ 
ered  product  to  its  terminal,  to  Firm  Y 
and  to  Firm  Z  have  increased. 

Issue  1.  May  Mrm  X  treat  its  increased 
costs  incurred  in  connection  with  trans¬ 
porting  the  covered  product  from  Refiner 
W  to  its  terminal  as  “increased  costs”  as 
defined  in  §  212.92? 

Issue  2.  May  Firm  X  treat  its  increased 
costs  incurred  in  connection  with  trans¬ 
porting  the  covered  product  from  Re¬ 
finer  W  to  Firm  Y  or  from  its  terminal 
to  Wrm  Z  as  “Increased  costs”  as  defined 
in  §  212.92? 

Ruling.  Firm  X  may,  subject  to  certain 
limitations,  treat  its  Increased  costs,  in¬ 
curred  in  connection  with  transporting 
the  covered  product  to  its  terminal  as 
“increased  costs”  pursuant  to  §  212.92, 
but  may  not  treat  as  “increased  costs” 
its  Increased  transportation  costs  in¬ 
curred  in  connection  with  transporting 
the  covered  product  from  Refiner  W  to 
Firm  Y  or  with  delivering  the  covered 
product  from  its  terminal  to.  Firm  Z. 

Pursuant  to  §  212.92,  “Increased  costs” 
are  defined  as  "the  difference  between 
the  weighted  average  imlt  cost  of  a  prod¬ 
uct  in  inventory  and  the  weighted  aver¬ 
age  unit  cost  of  that  product  in  In¬ 
ventory  on  May  15,  1973.”  Thus,  “in¬ 
creased  costs”  are  defined  to  be  the  in¬ 
creased  "costlsl  of  a  product,”  and  such 
Increased  costs  are  permitted  to  be 
passed  through,  on  a  dollar-for-doUar 
basis,  in  the  prices  charged  for  the  prod¬ 
uct  by  reseUers,  reseller-retailers,  and  re¬ 
tailers  pursuant  to  §  212.93.  Conversely, 
Increased  non-product  costs  are  permit¬ 
ted  to  be  refiected  in  the  prices  charged 
by  resellers,  reseller -retailers,  and  re¬ 
tailers  only  to  the  extent  permitted  by 
§  ^12.93(b). 

Ruling  1975-1  states: 

The  "weighted  average  unit  cost  of  a 
product  in  inventory”  includes  transporta¬ 
tion  costs  Incurred  in  bringing  the  covered 
product  into  the  seller’s  inventOTy.  The  cost 
of  product  is,  in  other  wcnrds,  considered  to 
be  the  "delivered  cost”  to  the  buyer.  In  many 
instances,  the  product  is  purchased  at  a 
“delivered  price,”  and  there  is  no  separate 
transportation  cost  incurred.  Where  trans¬ 
portation  costs  are  incurred  separately  in 
connection  with  acquiring  product,  however, 
they  have  historically  been  treated  as  a 
cost  of  acquiring  the  product. 

The  intent  of  Ruling  1975-1,  therefore. 
Is  to  permit  resellers  and  retailers  to 
treat  increased  transportation  charges 
associated  with  bringing  a  covered  prod¬ 
uct  Into  inventory  as  “increased  costs,” 
whereas  the  subsequent  costs  of  trans¬ 


porting  the  product,  whether  to  Firm  X’s 
customers  or  to  other  selling  locations  of 
Firm  X,  are  costs  of  doing  business  that 
are  not  associated  with  the  cost  of  ac¬ 
quiring  the  product.  Accordingly,  Firm  X 
may  not  treat  increased  transportation 
costs  Incurred  when  Firm  X  uses  its  own 
vehicles  to  deliver  the  covered  product 
directly  from  Refiner  W  to  Firm  Y  as 
“increased  costs.”  The  covered  product  is, 
in  effect,  brought  into  Firm  X’s  inventory 
when  Firm  X  receives  the  product  from 
Refiner  W.  In  other  words,  the  “delivered 
cost”  to  Firm  X  is  the  cost  of  the  product  • 
when  it  receives  the  product  to  be  de¬ 
livering  the  product  from  its  terminal  to 
creased  transportation  costs  are  con¬ 
sidered  to  be  a  cost  of  doing  business  and 
must  be  treated  as  all  other  non-product 
costs.  Similarly,  the  increased  transpor¬ 
tation  costs  incurred  by  Firm  X  in  de¬ 
livering  the  product  from  its  terminal  to 
Firm  Z  are  considered  to  be  cost  of  doing 
business  rather  than  a  cost  of  acquiring 
the  product. 

Pursuant  to  Ruling  1975-1,  increased 
transportation  costs  associated  with 
bringing  a  covered  product  into  inventory 
are  considered  to  be  “increased  costs’* 
pursuant  to  §  212.92.  Although  Ruling 
1975-1  did  not  deal  with  an  example  of 
a  firm  that  furnished  its  own  transporta¬ 
tion  instead  of  using  an  independent 
carrier,  the  rationale  for  treating  the  in¬ 
creased  costs  associated  with  bringing 
the  product  into  inventory  is  the  same  in 
both  instances,  and  a  firm  should  not  be 
disadvantaged  under  the  PEA  price  reg¬ 
ulations  because  it  chose  to  use  its  own 
facilities  rather  than  an  independent 
carrier.  Accordingly,  Firm  X  may  treat 
its  actual  increased  transportation  costs 
associated  with  transporting  the  covered 
product  from  Refiner  W  into  its  inven¬ 
tory  as  “increased  costs.”  However,  the 
amount  of  such  increased  tiransporta- 
tion  costs  must  be  established  by  the  firm 
concerned  and  may  not,  in  any  event, 
exceed  Increases  in  the  amount  being 
charged  for  comparable  services  by  inde- 
pendait  carriers  ie.g..  increases  in  pub¬ 
lished  I.C.C.  tariffs  since  May  15,  1973). 
The  firm  concerned  has  the  burden  of  es¬ 
tablishing  not  only  that  it  has  actually 
incurred  those  increased  costs,  but  also 
that  the  increased  costs  it  computes  as 
attributable  to  the  cost  of  transporta¬ 
tion  do  not  exceed  such  third-party  rate 
increases  for  comparable  services. 

Finally,  as  pointed  out  in  Ruling 
1975-1, 

•  •  •  In  computing  the  “weighted  average 
unit  cost”  a  firm  must  be  consistent  in  its 
accounting  procedures.  Thus,  a  firm  which 
includes  transportation  costs  associated  with 
acquiring  a  covered  product  as  a  product 
cost  when  calculating  its  current  weighted 
average  unit  cost  of  product  in  inventory 
must  also  include  such  costs  in  its  calctila- 
tlon  of  the  weighted  average  unit  cost  of 
that  product  in  inventory  on  May  15, 1973. 

David  G.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  29,  1975. 

[FB  Doc.75-a3412  Filed  8-29-75;2:54  pm] 


{Ruling  1976^111 

NEW  AND  HIGHER  COST  STORAGE 

TANKS 

Rentals 

Facts:  Firms  A  and  Z  are  sellers  of  pro¬ 
pane  at  both  the  wholesale  and  retail 
marketing  levels.  On  May  15,  1973,  Firm 
A  provided  500  gallon  propane  storage 
tanks  which  it  owned  for  the  use  of  cer¬ 
tain  of  its  customers  free  of  charge,  on 
the  condition  that  the  tanks  could  be 
^filled  only  by  the  owner  of  the  tank  or 
‘upon  the  owner’s  authorization.  Firm  Z 
leased  500  gallon  propane  storage  tanks 
to  certain  of  its  customers  at  an  annual 
rental  of  $25.00,  also  on  the  condition 
that  the  tanks  could  be  filled  only  by 
the  owner  of  the  tank  or  upon  the  owner’s 
authorization. 

New  500  gallon  storage  tanks  cost 
Firms  A  and  Z  $250.00  on  May  15,  1973. 
Recently,  Firms  A  and  Z  purchased  sev¬ 
eral  new  500  gallon  storage  tanks  at  a 
cost  of  $400.00  each.  Firm  A  has  offered 
to  lease  the  new  storage  tanks  at  an  an¬ 
nual  rate  of  $15.00  for  a  500  gallon  tank. 
Firm  Z  has  offered  to  lease  the  new  stor¬ 
age  tanks  to  its  customers  at  an  annual 
rate  of  $40.00  for  a  500  gallon  tank.  Both 
firms  have  notified  their  affected  cus¬ 
tomers  that  the  new  or  higher  rental 
rates  are  due  to  the  higher  cost  of  ac¬ 
quiring  the  new  tanks. 

Issue:  May  Firm  A  institute  a  rental 
charge  for  new  storage  tanks  and  may 
Firm  Z  charge  a  higher  rental  rate  for 
new  storage  tanks,  in  light  of  the  in¬ 
creased  costs  associated  with  the  pur¬ 
chase  of  these  tanks? 

RULING:  Yes.  Firms  A  and  Z  can 
charge  new  or  higher  rental  rates  than 
were  charged  on  May  15,  1973  for  the 
lease  of  new  storage  tanks  acquired  at  a 
higher  cost,  but  only  to  the  extent  that 
the  new  or  increased  rental  rate  is  jus¬ 
tified  by  the  higher  cost  actiKilly  in¬ 
curred  in  the  acquisition  of  the  storage 
tank  being  leas^.  Thus,  new  or  in¬ 
creased  rentals  may  be  charged  only  to 
customers  leasing  new  tanks  from  Firms 
A  and  Z,  and  the  rental  rate  may  be  in¬ 
creased  by  no  more  than  an  amount 
fairly  reflecting  the  increased  cost  of  the 
storage  tanks  since  May  15,  1973.  Any 
further  increase  would  constitute  “a 
means  to  obtain  a  price  higher  than 
that  permitted  by  the  regulations” 
within  the  meaning  of  §  210.62(c)  of  the 
FEA  regulations  (See  FEA  Ruling  1975- 
4). 

The  above  result  is  reached  by  appli¬ 
cation  of  10  CTFR  212.31  and  10  CFR 
210.62  in  accordance  with  the  analysis 
detailed  in  FEA  Ruling  1975-4.  That  rul¬ 
ing,  in  effect,  established  a  presumption 
that  an  increase  in  tank  rental  rates  is 
regarded  as  an  Increase  In  the  price  of 
the  product,  and,  as  such,  is  regari^  as 
a  means  to  obtsiin  a  pri^  higher  than 
is  permitted  by  the  regulations.  That 
presumpti(m  is,  howev^,  ovenxime 
where,  as  here,  the  storage  tanks  being 
furnished  have  been  acquired  at  higher 
cost  and  the  amount  of  new  or  Increased 
rent  being  charged  for  those  storage 
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tanks  is  reasonably  related  to  the  in¬ 


fer  purposes  of  the  non-product  cost 
passthrough  r^ulations,  and  this  Ruling 


nlficantly  curtailed  by  reason  of  mechanical 
falliire  or  other  disruption  In  production. 


creased  costs  of  those  storage  tanks. 

The  fact  that  new  or  higher  storage 
tank  rentals  may  be  charged  by  Firms 
A  and  Z  only  with  respect  to  custMners 
leasing  the  new,  higher  cost  storage  tanl^ 
flows  from  the  fact  that  the  practice  of 
furnishing  existing  storage  facilities  free 
of  charge,  or  the  rental  rates  re6p>ectlng 
such  existing  storage  facilities  have  pre¬ 
viously  been  established.  Once  estab¬ 
lished,  the  rental  for  a  previously  fur¬ 
nished  or  leased  storage  tank  is  required 
to  be  maintained  at  or  below  the  May  15, 
1973  level. 

In  the  case  of  Firms  A  and  Z,  applica¬ 
tion  of  this  principle  justifies  a  result 
different  from  that  reached  on  the  facts 
of  Ruling  1975-4  due  to  the  fact  of  the 
higher  costs  associated  with  the  new 
tanks.  Firms  A  and  Z  are  subject  to 
the  requirement  of  1975-4  that  their 
charges,  if  any,  for  furnishing  storage 
facilities  that  were  furnished  May  15, 
1973  may  not  be  increased.  However,  with 
respect  to  new  tanks  purchased  at  highn* 
cost  a  new  or  higher  rental  than  that 
which  was  charged  on  May  15,  1973  for 
lower  cost  tanks  may  be  charged.  Firms 
A  and  Z  continue  however  to  be  subject 
to  the  overall  restriction  that  any  in¬ 
stance  in  which  the  amoimt  of  the  new 
or  Increased  rental  for  new,  higher  cost 
tanks  is  not  reasonaUy  related  to  the 
amount  of  the  increase  in  the  cost  of 
storage  tanks  over  May  15,  1973  levels 
would  continue  to  be  regarded  as  a  means 
of  obtaining  a  price  for  propane  that  is 
higher  than  permitted  by  the  regula¬ 
tions,  and  would  therefore  constitute  a 
violation  of  the  regulations. 

Thus,  for  example,  the  new  rental  rate 
established  by  Firm  A  can  only  refiect 
the  $150.00  increment  in  the  cost  of  stor¬ 
age  tanks  since  May  15, 1973,  and  not  the 
full  amoimt  of  the  current  cost  of  new 
storage  tanks.  This  is  because  Firm  A’s 
May  15, 1973  prices  for  propane  included 
the  provision  of  a  storage  tank  that  cost 
$250.00,  and  an  attempt  now  by  Firm  A 
to  obtain  rental  inccnne  for  the  value  of 
storage  facilities  previously  furnished 
free  of  charge  in  connection  with  the 
~  purchase  of  propane  would  constitute  an 
imwarranted  increase  in  the  price  of  pro¬ 
pane.  In  addition.  Firm  A’s  recovery  of 
the  $150  increased  storage  tank  cost 
would  have  to  conform  to  the  conven¬ 
tional  practice  of  spreading  the  cost  over 
the  reasonable  life  of  the  tank.  Firm  Z 
would  be  restricted  to  recovering  its 
$150.00  increase  on  the  same  annual  per- 
cmtage  basis  which  it  applied  to  the 
basic  $250.00  cost. 

Ruling  1975-4  stated  generally  that  in¬ 
creased  costs  associated  with  furnishing 
storage  facilities  constitute  increased 
non-product  costs  imder  FEA  regulations, 
and  that,  as  such,  they  could  only  be 
passed  through  in  prices  charged  for 
ixoduct  to  the  extent  and  in  the  manner 
provided  for  by  the  increased  non-prod¬ 
uct  cost  provisions  applicable  to  such 
firms.  Tb  the  extent  that  this  Ruling 
permits  higher  tank  rentals  to  be  charged 
tor  new.  higher-cost  tanks,  the  increased 
costs  oi  such  tanks  obviously  do  not  also 
constitute  increased  non-product  costs 


modifies  Ruling  1975-4  only  to  this 
limited  extent. 

The  principles  set  forth  in  this  ruling 
govern  the  application  of  the  FEA  regula¬ 
tions  to  the  described  modes  of  furnish¬ 
ing  storage  facilities  by  resellers,  reseller- 
retailers,  and  retailers  as  defined  in  10 
CFR  212.31.  These  principles  are  not  ap¬ 
plicable  to  refiners,  since  the  type  of 
storage  facility  discussed  herein  falls 
within  the  express  terms  of  the  container 
cost  increase  provlsiwis  of  §  212.87(c)  (5) 
(iv). 

David  O.  Wilson, 
Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  29.  1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-23468  Piled  8-29-75;4:43  pm] 


[BuUng  1976-12] 

STRIPPER  WELL  LEASE  EXEMHION 

Calculation  of  Average  Daily  Production 
Where  Curtailed 

Section  4(e)  (2)  of  the  Emergency 
Petroleum  Allocation  Act  of  1973 
(“EPAA”,  Pub.  L.  93-159,  as  amended. 
Pub.  L.  93-511)  reads,  in  pertinent  part: 

(A)  The  regmatlon  promulgated  under 
subsection  (a)  of  this  section  [FEA  price 
and  aUocatlon  regulations]  shall  not  apply  to 
the  first  sale  of  crude  oU  produced  In  the 
United  States  from  any  lease  whose  average 
dally  production  of  crude  oil  for  the  preced¬ 
ing  calendar  year  does  not  exceed  ten  barrels 
per  weU. 

(B)  To  qualify  for  the  exemption  under 
this  paragraph  a  lease  must  be  operating  at 
the  maximum  feasible  rate  of  production  and 
in  accord  with  recognized  conservation 
practices. 

The  Federal  Energy  Administration 
implemented  tills  statutory  requirement 
in  10  CFR  210.32  (Stripper  well  leases), 
which  as  originally  promulgated  afforded 
an  exemption  from  the  Mandatory  Petro¬ 
leum  Allocation  and  Price  Regulations 
for  the  first  sale  of  crude  oil,  including 
condensates,  produced  in  the  United 
States  from  any  property  whose  average 
dally  production  of  crude  oil,  including 
condensates,  for  the  preceding  calendar 
year  did  not  exceed  10  barrels  per  well. 
As  recently  amended  (40  FR  22123, 
May  21, 1975) ,  the  stripper  well  lease  ex¬ 
emption  of  10  CFR  210.32  now  defines 
a  stripper  well  lease  as  a  property  whose 
average  daily  production  of  crude  oil,  in¬ 
cluding  condensates,  per  well  did  not  ex¬ 
ceed  10  barrels  per  day  during  any  pre¬ 
ceding  calendar  year  beginning  after 
December  31, 1972. 

“Average  daily  production”  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  stripper  well  lease  ex«np- 
tion  is  defined  in  §  210.32  as: 

The  qualified  maximum  total  production 
of  crude  oil,  Including  condensatee,  produced 
from  a  property,  divided  by  a  number  equal 
to  the  number  of  days  In  the  year  times  the 
niunber  of  wells  that  produced  crude  oil, 
including  condensates,  from  that  property  in 
that  year.  To  qualify  as  maximum  total  pro¬ 
duction,  each  wen  on  the  property  must  have 
been  maintained  at  the  maximum  fectsible 
rate  of  production,  in  accordance  with  rec¬ 
ognized  conservation  practices,  and  not  slg- 


The  purpose  of  this  ruling  is  to  set 
forth  tile  guidelines  to  be  applied  in 
those  cases  where  production  from  a 
property  for  which  the  stripper  well  lease 
exemption  is  claimed  appears  not  to  have 
been  maintained  at  the  maximum  feasi¬ 
ble  rate  of  production  or  to  have  been 
significantly  curtailed. 

I.  Stripper  WeU  Lease  Production  Re¬ 
quirements. — Section  210.32  establishes 
two  criteria  that  each  well  on  a  property 
must  satisfy  in  order  for  its  production 
during  the  measuring  calendar  year  to 
qualify  as  “maximum  total  production.” 
The  well  must  have  been  (1)  maintained 
at  the  maximum  feasible  rate  of  produc¬ 
tion,  in  accordance  with  recognized  con¬ 
servation  practices,  and  (2)  not  signifi¬ 
cantly  curtailed  by  reason  of  mechanical 
failure  or  other  disruption  in  production. 

The  first  requirement,  that  production 
be  at  the  maximum  feasible  rate,  refiects 
the  statutory  qualifying  language  “in  ac¬ 
cord  with  recognized  conservation  prac¬ 
tices”,  in  recognition  of  the  fact  that  the 
practicalities  of  producing  crude  oil  fre¬ 
quently  limit  the  operation  of  some  wells 
to  a  rate  of  production  that  is  less  than 
the  maximum  possible  rate.  For  example, 
some  state  regulatory  bodies  establish 
for  each  property  allowable  production 
rates  (“allowables”),  which  may  not  be 
exceeded  by  the  operator.  Although  it 
might  be  possible  to  produce  crude  oil 
from  the  property  at  a  greater  rate  than 
the  allowable,  the  ultimate  total  recovery 
of  crude  oil  from  the  property  is  maxi¬ 
mized  where  production  is  held  to  the 
more  efficient  rate.  Thus,  while  a  partic¬ 
ular  property  might  be  capable  of  pro¬ 
ducing  1,000  barrels  of  crude  oil  per 
month  in  the  short  term,  to  produce  con-, 
tinuously  at  that  rate  would  result  in  a 
lesser  total  recovery  of  crude  oil  from  the 
reservoir  than  the  continuous  production 
of  perhaps  800  barrels  per  month.  In  this 
example,  production — although  not  at 
the  maximum  possible  rate — ^is,  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  the  stripper  well  lease  exemp¬ 
tion,  at  the  maximum  feasible  rate,  in 
accordance  with  a  recognized  conserva¬ 
tion  practice,  as  required  by  §  210.32. 

In  some  cases,  the  maximmn  feasible 
rate  of  production  may  be  equal  to  the 
rate  at  which  crude  oil  in  the  reservoir 
flows  into  the  area  of  the  well-bore  from 
which  it  is  pumped  to  the  surface.  For 
example,  if  the  rate  of  flow  into  the  area 
of  well-bore  is  low,  perhaps  one  to  two 
barrels  per  day,  it  is  common  operat¬ 
ing  practice  to  allow  the  crude  oil  in  the 
reservoir  to  accumulate  in  the  area  of  the 
well-bore  for  several  days  before  it  is 
pumped.  Though  the  well  is  not  pumping, 
however,  it  will  be  considered  to  be  in  op¬ 
eration,  and  no  adjustment  to  the  cal¬ 
culation  of  average  dally  production  (as 
in  Part  n,  below)  is  required  if  this  prac¬ 
tice  comports  with  historical  and  tradi¬ 
tional  use.  Wells  in  formations  of  higher 
flow  rates  are  normally  pumped  more 
frequently, -however,  and  it  is  to  be  ex¬ 
pected  that  wells  that  average  amiroxi- 
mately  10  barrels  or  more  per  day  are 
usually  pumped  every  day. 
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Periodic  shutdowixs  for  other  reasons, 
such  as  maintenance  and  mechanical  re¬ 
pairs,  also  might  result  in  no  significant 
loss  of  production.  This  Is  so  because 
after  having  been  interrupted  for  a  short 
period  of  time,  production  Is  sometimes 
resumed  with  a  corresponding  short 
period  of  increased  rate  of  production 
due  to  a  build-up  of  reservoir  pressure 
during  the  period  of  non-operation.  The 
result,  which  can  normally  be  verified  by 
an  examination  of  the  property’s  produc¬ 
tion  records,  is  that  the  production  lost 
during  the  time  that  the  well  was  shut 
down  is,  in  effect,  recouped  or  “made  up” 
after  production  is  resumed.  For  ex¬ 
ample,  assuming  that  total  daily  produc¬ 
tion  from  a  three-well  property  is  gen- 
ersdly  twenty-five  barrels  of  crude  oil, 
including  condensates,  but  that  over  a 
two-day  period  during  which  one  well  is 
shut  down  for  maintenance,  total  daily 
production  from  the  property  might  de¬ 
cline  to,  perhaps,  seventeen  barrels.  How¬ 
ever,  after  production  is  again  resumed 
from  all  three  wells,  the  total  production 
from  the  property  might  Increase  to 
twenty-nine  barrels  daily  for  four  days, 
thus  compensating  for  the  production 
lost  diudng  the  two  days  that  one  well 
was  shut  down.  In  this  example,  there¬ 
fore,  operation  of  the  property  wovild  be 
considered  to  be  “at  the  maximxun 
feasible  rate  of  production,”  and  there 
would  be  no  need  for  an  adjustment  to 
the  calculation  of  average  daily  produc¬ 
tion  (as  in  Part  n,  below)  to  refiect  the 
time  that  one  well  was  not  operating. 

As  a  general  matter,  FEA  will  be  guided 
by  the  allowable  production  figures  estab¬ 
lished  by  state  regulatory  bodies,  where 
where  such  figures  exist,  as  well  as  earlier 
and  later  production  figures  for  the  prop¬ 
erty  concerned  in  determining  whether 
the  maximum  feasible  rate  of  production, 
consistent  with  recognized  conservation 
practices,  has  been  maintained. 

The  seccmd  production  requirement  of 
§  210.32  is  that  production  not  be  “sig¬ 
nificantly  curtailed  by  reason  of  mechan¬ 
ical  failure  or  other  disruption  in  pro¬ 
duction.”  In  this  regard,  FEA  recognizes 
that  just  as  the  practicalities  of  produc¬ 
ing  crude  oil  sometimes  limit  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  some  wells  to  less  than  the  maxi¬ 
mum  possible  rate  of  production,  so  too 
do  those  same  practicalities  prevent  the 
actual  flow  of  crude  oil  from  every  well 
on  the  property  during  every  day  of  the 
year.  Factors  such  as  mechanical  failures, 
which  are  normally  beyond  the  pro¬ 
ducer’s  control,  and  periodic  mainte¬ 
nance  result  in  a  nominal  amount  of 
“down  time”  for  most  properties  eadi 
year.  Accordingly,  such  normal  periods 
of  down  time  are  not  considered  signifi¬ 
cant,  and  no  adjustments  to  the  calcula¬ 
tion  of  average  daily  production  need  be 
made  to  reflect  su(di  down  time.  Where 
an  abnormally  leurge  period  of  down  time 
is  experienced  on  a  particular  property 
and  production  Is  significantly  disrupted 
or  curtailed,  however,  an  adjustment  to 
the  calculation  of  average  daily  produc¬ 
tion  must  be  made. 

FEA  has  determined  that  the  use  of  an 
absolute  rule  to  establish  whether  a  par¬ 
ticular  case  of  cxutailed  or  disrupted  pro¬ 


duction  is  significant  is  neither  feasible 
nor  equitable.  Factors  such  as  the  ages 
of  wells,  their  depths,  the  types  of  crude 
oil  being  produced,  etc.,  all  serve  to  in¬ 
fluence  what  is  properly  regarded  as  a 
“normal”  amount  of  down  time  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  well.  As  a  guideline,  however,  FEA 
will  presume  that  if,  for  any  reason,  a 
well  has  not  operated  for  a  period  of 
more  than  24  consecutive  hours,  produc¬ 
tion  has  been  significantly  curtailed  or 
disrupted  and,  unless  that  presumption  is 
overcome,  appropriate  adjustments  must 
be  made  in  the  calculation  of  average 
daily  production. 

The  24  hour  presumpticm  is  rebut¬ 
table  in  either  of  two  ways.  First,  the  pre¬ 
sumption  may  be  overcome  upon  the 
showing,  by  production  records  or  other¬ 
wise,  that  the  down  time  for  mechanical 
f  ailure  or  maintenance  has  not  been  in 
excess  of  the  historical  pattern  for  a  well 
operating  on  that  particular  property,  or 
(if  the  information  is  available)  for  simi¬ 
lar  wells  curating  in  the  same  or  nearby 
fields.  Therefore,  if  due  to  mechanical 
failure  a  well  was  not  operated  for  17 
days  during  the  measuring  calendar  year, 
but  the  historical  pattern  for  that  prop¬ 
erty  has  been  that  the  average  per-well 
down  time  for  mechanical  failure  or 
maintenance  is  normally  20  days  per 
year,  there  has  not  been  a  significant 
curtailment  or  disruption  in  production. 
Overcoming  the  presumption  with  re¬ 
spect  to  curtailment  for  miscellaneous 
reasons  other  than  mechanical  failure 
or  maintenance  will  be  handled  by  FEA 
on  a  case-by-case  basis,  since  there  may 
be  a  variety  of  causes  for  such  curtall- 
maats  that  cannot  now  be  foreseen. 

There  will  xmdoubtedly  be  some  cases 
where  the  production  from  one  or  more 
wells  has  been  curtailed  or  disrupted  for 
periods  longer  than  the  historical  pattern 
would  Indicate  is  normal  for  mechanical 
failure  and  maintenance.  In  this  regard 
(as  stated  above).  FEA  recognizes  that 
the  mere  curtailment  or  disruption  for  a 
short  period  of  time  in  the  actual  flow  of 
crude  oil  from  a  producing  well  does  not 
per  se  effect  in  significant  measiure  a  de¬ 
crease  in  the  average  daily  production 
calculated  over  the  period  of  a  calendar 
year.  Accordingly,  where  the  period  of 
time  during  which  production  from  the 
well  was  curtailed  or  disrupted  has  been 
in  excess  of  the  normal  historical  average 
for  mechanical  failure  and  maintenance, 
the  presumption  may  secondly  be  over¬ 
come  upon  the  showing,  by  production 
records  or  otherwise,  that  production  lost 
during  the  abnonnally  long  period  of 
curtailment  or  disruption  was  subse¬ 
quently  recouped. 

Where  the  presumption  is  still  not 
fully  overcome,  however,  failure  of  one 
or  more  wells  to  satisfy  both  of  the  pro¬ 
duction  requirements  set  fOTth  above 
means  that  the  stripper  well  lease  ex¬ 
emption  cannot  be  octended  to  that  par¬ 
ticular  property  based  on  its  xmadlusted 
average  daily  production  for  the  year, 
nils  is  so  b^sause  had  the  prc^erty  met 
both  production  requirements,  its  aver¬ 
age  daily  production  might  well  have 
been  in  excess  of  the  statutory  mavitTniTn 
of  10  barrels  per  well  per  day. 


It  could  therefore  be  argued  from  a 
literal  reading  of  the  statutory  and  regu¬ 
latory  language  that  the  FEA  should  re¬ 
quire  the  total  disqualification  of  any 
property  that  has  not  met  both  produc¬ 
tion  requirements  because  it  has  not  op¬ 
erated  “at  the  maximum  feasible  rate  of 
production  and  in  accord  with  recognized 
conservation  practices”  during  the  meas- 
luing  calendar  year.  'The  statutory  re¬ 
quirement  that  a  property  be  operated 
“at  the  maximum  feasible  rate  of  pro¬ 
duction  and  in  accord  with  recognized 
conservation  practices”  first  appeared  in 
section  406(b)  of  the  ’Trans-Alaska  Pipe¬ 
line  Authorization  Act  of  1973  (Pub.  L. 
93-153,  enacted  eleven  days  prior  to  the 
EPAA),  which  contained  an  exemption 
for  stripper  well  leases  similar  to  the  one 
adopted  in  the  EPAA.  The  Conference 
Committee  included  the  restrictive  pro¬ 
visions  “to  insure  that  the  exemption  is 
narrowly  defined  and  prudently  admin¬ 
istered.  and  to  insiu'e  that  the  incentive 
being  granted  is  properly  limited  in  ac¬ 
cord  with  congr^sional  intent.”  More¬ 
over,  Congress  intended  that  the  limiting 
provisions  of  the  exemption  be  “strictly 
enforced  and  regulated  by  the  adminis¬ 
tering  agency  to  insure  that  the  limited 
exemption  of  this  class  of  wells  for  the 
express  purposes  (e.g.,  preventing  the 
premature  shutdown  of  stripper  wells  for 
economic  reasons]  is  not  in  any  way 
broadened.”  The  Conferees  specifically 
directed  that  implementing  regulations 
be  “so  designed  as  to  provide  safeguards 
against  any  abuse,  over-reaching  or 
altering  of  normal  patterns  of  opera¬ 
tions  to  achieve  a  benefit  under  [the  ex- 
emptimi]  which  would  not  otherwise  ^ 
available.” 

Because  of  this  legislative  intent,  the 
FEA  will  not  allow  curtailments  <h:  dis¬ 
ruptions  in  (gxerations  beyond  normal 
levels,  for  whatever  reasons,  to  make  the 
stripper  well  exemption  operative  when 
it  would  not  have  applied  if  operations 
had  been  normal.  At  the  ssaae  time,  how¬ 
ever,  the  FEA  believes  that  it  would  oifiy 
defeat  the  congressional  purpose  of  the 
stripper  well  exemption  if  it  also  dis- 
qualified  those  properties  whose  wells 
would  not  have  exceeded  an  average  of 
10  barrels  per  day  even  if  operations  had 
been  normal.  Such  a  harsh  application 
of  the  exemption  would  for  no  rational 
reason  penalize  those  producers  to  whom 
Congress  intended  to  provide  the  incen¬ 
tives  of  the  exemption  and  who  would 
have  qualified  tor  the  exemption  but  for 
operational  problems  beyond  tiieir  con¬ 
trol. 

Accordingly,  rather  than  require  the 
complete  disqualification  of  properties 
that  do  not  satisfy  the  production  cri¬ 
teria  outlined  in  this  Part  I,  FEA  will 
Instead  require  approprtete  a^xistments 
to  the  computation  of  average  daily  pro¬ 
duction  whenever  there  has  been  slg- 
nificantly  curtailed  (»:  disrupted  produc- 
tkm,  so  that  the  calculation  more  ac¬ 
curately  reflects  the  average  daily  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  prc^rty  when  operated 
at  the  maxlmmn  feasible  rate  of  pro¬ 
duction. 

n.  Adjustments  for  Significantly  Car- 
toiled  or  Disrupted  Production. — ^Re¬ 
duced  to  a  mathematical  foim\da» 
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“average  daily  production”  may  be  ex¬ 
pressed  as  follows: 

Q 

A  = - 

DXW 

Where: 

A  =  Average  daily  production  of  crude 
oil,  including  ooiKlensates. 

Q  z=  Qualified  maximum  total  produc¬ 
tion  of  crude  (^,  Including  con¬ 
densates,  from  the  prc^rty 
during  the  measuring  calendar 
year. 

D  =  Number  of  days  in  the  measiuring 
calendar  year.  (Always  either  365 
or  366.) 

W  =  Number  of  wells  that  prodiwed 
crude  oil,  including  condensates, 
fixxn  the  property  during  the 
measuring  calendar  year. 

Thus,  assuming  that  Firm  X  operated 
property  A  on  which  there  were  four 
producing  wells,  which,  in  the  measur¬ 
ing  calendar  year,  produced  a  total  of 
14,000  barrels  of  crude  oil,  including  con¬ 
densates,  and  assuming  further  that  all 
four  wells  satisfied  both  production  cri¬ 
teria  set  forth  in  Part  I  above,  the  prop¬ 
erty’s  average  daily  production  for  that 
calendar  year  is  properly  computed  as 
follows: 

A= _ S_ 

^  D  X  W 

14,000  barrels 
365  days  X  4  wells 

A=9.59  barrels  per  day  per  well 


A= _ _ 

D  X  W 

14,000  barrels  _ _ _ 

~365  days  (2  wells-f  V2  weU+  ^4  well) 

14,000  barrels  _ 

~  365  days  x  3  weUs 
A=  12.79  barrels  per  day  per  well 

On  the  basis  of  its  average  daily  produc¬ 
tion  during  the  measuring  calendar  year, 
therefore,  property  B  does  not  qualify  as 
a  stripper  well  lease. 

Adjustments  to  the  calculation  of  av¬ 
erage  daily  production  for  the  period  of 
time  during  which  production  from  a 
particular  well  was  significantly  curtailed 
or  disrupted  are  reflected,  then,  in  the 
denominator  of  the  formula  by  express¬ 
ing  that  well  as  a  fraction  equal  to  the 


number  of  days  for  that  well  in  which 
production  was  not  significantly  curtailed 
or  otherwise  disrupted  (production  days) , 
divided  by  the  number  of  days  in  the 
measuring  calendar  year.  To  illustrate: 

Property  A  produced  14,000  barrels  of  crude 
oU,  including  condensates,  from  4  wells  dur¬ 
ing  the  measuring  calendar  j'ear.  W  lie  pro¬ 
duction  from  two  of  the  wells  wa  not  sig¬ 
nificantly  curtailed,  production  from  one 
well  was  curtailed  for  35  days,  and  from  the 
other  well  for  55  days  beyond  the  number  of 
days  normally  attributed  to  mechanical  fail¬ 
ure  and  maintenance  for  those  wells,  and  the 
production  normally  associated  with  those 
weUs  was  not  recouped  when  they  resumed 
operations.  In  such  a  case  of  the  calculation 
of  the  property’s  average  daily  production 
during  the  measiuring  calendar  year  must  be 
adjusted  to  reflect  the  slgniflcantly  curtailed 
production  from  two  wells  as  foUows; 


One  well  is  counted  as: 

/365-35\  ,,  /330\  „ 

(-365-;  "''“=(365; 
and  the  other  well  is  counted  as: 

Accordingly,  average  daily  production  is  computed  as  foUows: 

^ _ Q_^ 

DXW 

^ _ 14,  000  barrels _ 

[365  days  2  wcU+(||)  well] 

10.22  barrels  per  day  per  well. 


Therefore,  on  the  basis  of  Its  average 
daily  production  per  well  during  that 
calendar  year,  property  A  qualifies  as  a 
stripper  well  lease. 

Assiune,  however,  that  Firm  X  oper¬ 
ated  a  second  property  B,  which  also 
produced  a  total  of  14,000  barrels  of  crude 
oil.  Including  condensates,  from  four 
wells  during  the  measuring  calendar 
year,  but  that  of  those  four  wells,  two 
produced  crude  oil  for  the  entire  year, 
but  two  were  new  wells  that  did  not  begin 
producing  crude  oil  imtil  July  1  of  the 
measuring  year.  Without  any  adjustment 
to  the  formula  to  refiect  the  fact  that 
two  of  the  wells  were  not  producing 
crude  oil  for  the  entire  measuring  cal- 
eadax  year,  Ihe  computation  of  average 
daily  production  for  property  B  would 
yield  exactly  the  same  result  as  the  cal¬ 
culation  for  property  A.  Yet  as  discussed 
in  Part  1  above,  an  adjustment  must  be 
made  in  calculating  property  B’s  average 
daily  production,  to  refiect  the  significant 
“curtailment”  or  “disruption”  in  produc¬ 
tion,  i.e.,  non-production  from  two  wells 
for  six  months  each.  Accordingly,  for 
purposes  of  the  calculation,  the  two  wells 
that  did  not  produce  crude  oil  untU 
July  1  can  be  considered  only  as  partial 
producing  wells.  Therefore,  instead  of 
four  producing  weUs,  property  B  counts 
two  “whole”  producing  wells  and  two 
partial  producing  wells  that  must  count 
as  one-half  well  each.  Accordingly,  the 
property  calculation  for  property  B  is 
as  follows: 


On  the  basis  of  its  average  daily  production  during  the  measuring  calendar  year,  there¬ 
fore,  property  A  does  not  qualify  as  a  stripper  well  lease. 


m.  Multiple  Completion  Wells. — 
Where  a  property  encompasses  the  right 
to  produce  crude  oil  from  two  or  more 
producing  formations  or  reservoirs,  pro¬ 
ducers  sometimes  utilize  a  production 
technique  involving  “multiple  comple¬ 
tion  wells.”  This  technique,  which  makes 
use  of  an  existing  well  that  produces  from 
one  formation,  involves  drilling  from  the 
existing  casing  separate,  well-bores  or 
elongating  existing  well-bores  in  order  to 
reach  other  formations.  By  the  installa¬ 
tion  of  additional  tubing  strings,  crude 
oil  may  in  this  manner  be  produced  con¬ 
currently  from  two  or  more  formations. 
A  multiple  completion  well  is  to  be  dis¬ 
tinguished  from  a  “recompleted  well”, 
which  involves  the  technique  of  drilling 
a  separate  well-bore  from  an  existing 
casing  in  order  to  reach  the  same  reser¬ 
voir,  or  redrilling  the  same  well-bore  to 
reach  a  new  reservoir  after  production 
from  the  original  reservoir  has  been 
abandoned.  While  a  multiple  completion 
well  Involves  the  simultaneous  produc¬ 
tion  from  two  or  more  reservoirs,  a  re¬ 
completed  well  involves  production  from 
only  one  formation. 

Thus,  a  multiple  completion  well  is 
designed  to  accomplish  the  same  task 
as  two  or  more  separate  and  distinct 
producing  wells,  although  conserving  ini¬ 
tial  capital  outlay,  it  functions  in  many 
ways  as  two  or  more  separate  producing 
wells:  Crude  oil  from  each  formation 


remains  isolated  in  distinct  tubing 
strings  until  reaching  the  surface,  where 
it  may  either  be  commingled  with  crude 
oil  from  other  formations,  or  may  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  diverted  separately  through 
alternative  chokes  and  valves  in  the  well¬ 
head  “Christmas  tree”  fitting.  In  this 
way,  differences  in  API  gravity,  sulphxir 
content  and  mineral  impurities  that 
might  be  characteristic  of  different  for¬ 
mations,  can  be  maintained. 

Although  a  multiple  completion  well 
is  a  somewhat  less  costly  alternative  to 
drilling  an  entirely  separate  well  in  order 
to  reach  another  producing  formation 
in  the  field,  it  nevertheless  represents  a 
significant  capital  investment  and  poses 
certain  additional  problems  beyond  those 
encountered  with  single  or  separate  wells. 
For  example,  the  artificial  lift  in  a  mul¬ 
tiple  completion  well  is  more  complicated 
and,  correspondingly  more  costly  to  in¬ 
stall.  Furthermore,  repairs  to  any  of  the 
intervals  are  more  costly  than  in  sepa¬ 
rate  wells  and  can  result  in  a  temporary 
shut-down  of  production  from  all 
reservoirs. 

Therefore,  the  PEA  has  determined 
that  multiple  completion  wells  may  be 
considered  as  two  (or  more)  wells  for 
the  purpose  of  calculating  “average 
daily  production”  pursuant  to  the  strip¬ 
per  well  lease  exemption  of  10  CFR 
210.32  if. 
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(a)  The  well  consists  of  two  (or  more) 
separate  tubing  strings  run  inside  the 
casing,  each  of  which  carries  crude  oil 
from  a  separate  and  distipct  producing 
formation,  and 

(b)  the  production  capabilities  of  each 
formation  are  unaffected  by  any  change 
in  the  production  level  of  any  other  for¬ 
mation  producing  through  the  same 
well. 

This  result  is  consistent  with  the 
congressional  policy  of  increasing  the  in¬ 
centive  and  economic  feasibility  of  main¬ 
taining  production  of  crude  oil  from 
stripper  well  leases  through  advanced 
production  techniques. 

rv.  Enforcement. — The  producer  is  re¬ 
sponsible  in  the  first  inst^ce  for  deter¬ 
mining  whether  production  from  a 
particular  property  is  eligible  for  the 
stripper  well  lease  exemption;  such  de- 
teri^nations  are  and  have  been,  of 
cotirse,  subject  to  PEA  audit.  All  future 
determinations  as  to  the  exempt  status 
of  production  from  a  particular  prop¬ 
erty  must  take  into  account  the  guide¬ 
lines  set  forth  herein.  PEA  will  afford 
appropriate  consideration  to  determina¬ 
tions  concerning  down  time  for  mechan¬ 
ical  failure  and  maintenance  that  are 
made  by  producers,  consistent  with  this 
ruling,  but  to  the  extent  that  questions 
are  raised  with  respect  to  down  time  that 
go  beyond  the  scope  of  the  matters  dis¬ 
cussed  in  this  ruling,  producers  should 
contact  the  PEA  for  a  determination  as 
to  whether  the  24  hour  presumption,  dis¬ 
cussed  in  Part  I,  above,  can  be  overcome. 

David  G.  Wilson, 
Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  29,  1975. 

[FR  Doc .75-23469  Plied  8-29-76:4:43  p.m.] 


[Ruling  1976-131 

EARLY  PAYMENT  PERCENTAGE 
DISCOUNTS 

FACTS:  On  May  15,  1973,  Plrm  A,  a 
refiner,  sold  gasoline  to  Plrm  B  and  other 
members  of  the  class  of  purchaser  of 
which  Plrm  B  is  a  member  at  a  weighted 
average  price  of  25  cents  per  gallon,  pay¬ 
able  within  30  days  of  delivery.  A  dis¬ 
count  of  1  percent  off  the  purchase  price 
was  extended  by  Pirm  A  to  all  purchasers 
in  Pirm  B’s  class  of  purchaser  who  paid 
for  gasoline  within  a  10-day  period  fol¬ 
lowing  delivery;  payment  in  full  was  due 
within  30  days  of  delivery. 

In  the  current  month,  Pirm  A  applies 
15  cents  per  gallon  of  increased  product 
costs,  measured  pursuant  to  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  §  212.83,  to  determine  a  lawful 
selling  price  for  gasoline  in  this  month 
of  40  cents  per  gallon  to  Plrm  B’s  class  of 
purchaser.  Pirm  A  wishes  to  change  the 
terms  of  the  early  payment  discount  of¬ 
fered  on  May  15,  1973,  from  1  percent  of 
the  purchase  price  to  a  fixed  amount  of 
0.25  cents  per  gallon,  or  1  percent  of  the 
May  15,  1973  price  to  the  class  of  pur¬ 
chaser  concerned. 

ISSUE  #1:  May  Pirm  A  institute  this 
change  In  the  terms  of  the  discount  of¬ 
fered  for  early  pa3anent? 


ISSUE  #2:  How  should  Plrm  A  com¬ 
pute  its  recovery  of  increased  product 
costs  where  sales  are  made  to  a  class  of 
purchaser  which  has  an  early  payment 
percentage  discount  option? 

ISSUE  #3:  How  should  Pirm  B  com¬ 
pute  its  cost  of  product  with  respect  to 
purchases  made  under  an  early  payment 
percentage  discount  option? 

RULING 

ISSUE  #1 :  Pirm  A  may  not  change  the 
terms  of  its  early  payment  discount.  On 
May  15, 1973,  Pirm  A  extended  the  credit 
option  of  paying  for  deliveries  within  a 
10-day  period  and  receiving  a  1  percent 
discount  oS  the  purchase  price  to  the 
members  of  the  class  of  purchaser  to 
which  Pirm  B  belongs,  and  that  option 
must  remain  in  effect. 

Section  210.62(a)  provides  in  part 
that; 

Credit  terms  other  than  those  associated 
with  seasonal  credit  programs  are  Included 
as  a  part  of  the  May  15,  1973  price  charged 
to  a  class  of  purchaser  under  Part  212  of 
this  chapter.  .  .  .  (N[o  supplier  may  require 
or  Impose  more  stringent  credit  terms  or 
payment  schedules  on  purchasers  than  those 
in  effect  for  that  class  of  purchaser  during 
the  base  period  (for  seasonal  credit),  or  on 
May  15,  1973  (for  other  credit  terms). 

On  May  15,  1973,  Pirm  A  had  a  credit 
term  in  effect  that  provided  for  payment 
in  full  after  30  days  and  a  discount  of  1 
percent  off  the  purchase  price  when  pay¬ 
ment  was  made  within  ten  days.  The 
amount  of  the  discount  and,  therefore, 
the  value  of  the  credit  term,  has  always 
been  a  function  of  the  total  purchase 
price,  with  the  value  of  the  Incentive  for 
prompt  payment  of  a  greater  or  lesser 
total  dollar  amount  depending  upon  the 
dollar  amount  of  the  purchase  price. 
Pursuant  to  §  210.62(a)  the  credit  term 
must  therefore  now  remain  in  effect  as  it 
existed  on  May  15, 1973,  and  it  must  con¬ 
tinue  to  be  offered  to  all  members  of  the 
class  of  purchaser  to  which  it  was  of¬ 
fered  on  May  15,  1973.  To  discontinue 
the  option  or  to  change  its  terms  as  de¬ 
scribe  above  would  be  to  impose  more 
stringent  credit  terms  than  those  in  ef¬ 
fect  on  May  15,  1973. 

While  the  cost  to  Pirm  A  of  extending 
a  percentage  discount  obviously  increases 
in  proportion  to  increases  in  the  selling 
price  of  the  product,  the  benefit  to  Pirm 
A  of  receiving  early  payment  also  in¬ 
creases  in  proportion  to  increases  in  the 
selling  price  of  the  product. 

Pirm  A’s  May  15,  1973  selling  price  for 
gasoline  to  the  class  of  purchaser  of 
which  Pirm  B  is  a  member  was  25  cents 
per  gallon.  Pirm  A’s  current  price  to  that 
class  of  purchaser  is  40  cents  per  gallon. 
If  a  member  of  that  class  of  purchaser 
pays  for  gasoline  within  ten  days  of 
delivery,  Pirm  A  must  continue  in  effect 
its  credit  term  of  a  1  percent  discount. 
This  means  that  the  per-gallon  payment 
by  Pirm  B  made  within  10  days  of 
delivery  is  40  cents,  minus  the  early  pay¬ 
ment  discount  of  1  percent  (0.4  cents), 
or  a  total  of  39.6  cents. 


ISSUE  #2:  Pirm  A  should  compute  its 
recovery  of  increased  product  costs  with¬ 
out  regard  to  the  amount  discounted  be¬ 
cause  of  early  pasmaent.  The  amount  of 
increased  product  costs  added  to  the 
May  15  1973  price  to  Pirm  B’s  class  of 
purchaser,  15  cents  per  gallon,  is  the 
amount  which  is  recovered  through  sale 
of  the  product  to  Pirm  B,  even  though 
Pirm  B  may  exercise  its  (^tion  to  make 
payment  within  10  days  and  thereby  re¬ 
ceive  a  1  percent  discount  off  the  pur¬ 
chase  price. 

The  discount  involved  herein  does  not 
represent  a  decrease  in  the  amoimt  re¬ 
ceived  for  the  product,  but  rather  repre¬ 
sents  a  cost  to  Pirm  A  of  the  use  of  Plrm 
B’s  money  for  the  20  or  more  additional 
days  for  which  Plrm  B  could  otherwise 
retain  the  money,  before  payment  in  full, 
based  on  a  stated  price  per  gallon,  would 
be  due,  30  days  after  delivery.  ’Thus,  the 
price  to  Pirm  B  is  40  cents  per  gallon 
with  payment  required  within  30  days. 
As  an  inducement  to  Pirm  B  to  maJce 
early  payment,  Pirm  A  has  offered  a 
financial  incentive.  However,  this  incen¬ 
tive  is  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  pay¬ 
ment,  and  therefore  use  of  the  money,  20 
days  prior  to  the  time  it  would  otherwise 
be  due. 

Pirm  A,  assiuning  that  it  is  able  to  pass 
through  all  of  its  Increased  product  costs 
in  the  form  of  Increased  prices,  will  have 
recovered  all  of  its  increased  product 
costs  whether  or  not  Pirm  B  takes  advan¬ 
tage  of  the  early  pa3nnent  discount  op¬ 
tion.  ’The  discount  represents  a  cost  of 
doing  business  for  Plrm  A  (t.c.,  the  inter¬ 
est  expense  of  obtaining  the  use  of  Pirm 
B’s  money) ,  and  has  no  effect  on  the  cal¬ 
culation  of  the  recovery  of  increased 
product  costs. 

ISSUE  #3;  Plrm  B  should  compute  the 
cost  of  product  purchased  based  upon  the 
price  which  it  is  required  to  pay  30  days 
after  delivery,  without  regard  to  the  dis¬ 
count  for  early  payment,  provided  that 
the  same  method  shall  also  be  used  for 
purposes  of  determining  the  May  15, 
1973  cost  of  product. 

In  the  same  way  that  reduced  revenues 
to  Pirm  A  which  result  from  the  discount 
extended  to  Pirm  B  constitute  an  Inter¬ 
est  expense  to  Pirm  A,  and  do  not  affect 
Pirm  A’s  recovery  of  increased  product 
costs,  the  reduced  expenses  of  Plrm  B 
which  result  from  the  early  pasrment  dis¬ 
count  do  not  affect  Pirm  B’s  calculatlcm 
of  its  product  costs. 

Thus,  a  price  reduction  resulting  from 
actual  payment  made  within  10  days  rep¬ 
resents  a  non -product  financial  benefit 
,  to  Plrm  B  (i.e.,  the  interest  received  fr(Hn 
Plrm  A  for  affording  Pirm  A  the  use  of 
money  that  could  otherwise  have  been 
retained  by  Pirm  B.)  The  cost  of  product 
to  Pirm  B  is  therefore  40  cents  per  gal¬ 
lon,  the  stated  per  gallon  amotmt  due 
under  the  regular  payment  schedule. 

David  G.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  29,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.75-23467  PUed  8-29-76;4:43  pm] 
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[RvUlng  197&-16] 

PROPERTY 

Definition  for  Purposes  of  Computing  Base 
Production  Control  Level 

I.  Introduction 

Pursuant  to  Subpart  D  of  the  Manda¬ 
tory  Petroleum  Price  Regrulatlons,  sales 
of  domestic  crude  oil  are  subject  to  the 
celling  price  rule  of  10  CPR  212.73.  How¬ 
ever,  as  an  incentive  to  producers  to  in¬ 
crease  current  production  above  1972  lev¬ 
els,  the  price  regulations  permit  the  sale, 
without  regard  to  the  ceiling  price,  of  the 
amount  of  new  and  released  crude  oil 
produced  from  a  particular  property  in 
each  month.  In  10  CFR  212.72,  defi¬ 
nitions  of  “new  crude  oil”  and  “released 
crude  oil”  provide,  in  relevant  part: 

“New  crude  oH”  means,  with  respect  to  a 
specific  property,  the  total  number  of  barrels 
of  domestic  crude  oil  produced  and  sold  In 
a  specific  month,  less  (1)  the  base  produc¬ 
tion  control  level  for  that  month,  and  less 
(3)  the  current  cumulative  deficiency  In  base 
production  control  level  crude  oil.  .  .  . 

“Released  crude  oil”  means  that  part  of 
the  base  production  control  level  crude  oil 
for  a  property  In  a  particular  month  which 
is  equal  to  the  total  number  of  barrels  of  new 
crude  oil  produced  and  sold  from  that  prop¬ 
erty  In  a  specific  month.  The  amount  of  re¬ 
leased  crude  oil  for  a  property  In  a  particu¬ 
lar  month  shall  not  exceed  the  amount  of  the 
base  productldn  control  level  crude  oil  for 
that  property  in  that  month.  .  .  . 

Thus,  calculations  of  new  and  released 
crude  oil  are  determined  by  looking  to 
the  relationship  between  current  month¬ 
ly  production  and  the  base  production 
control  level  (“BPCL”)  for  that  month, 
for  each  particular  property.  “Based  pro¬ 
duction  control  level  crude  oil”  is  also 
defined  in  10  CFR  212.72: 

“Base  production  control  level  crude  oil” 
for  a  particular  month  for  a  particular  prop¬ 
erty  means: 

( 1 )  If  crude  oil  was  produced  and  sold  from 
that  property  In  every  month  of  1972,  the  to¬ 
tal  number  of  barrels  of  domestic  crude  oil 
produced  and  sold  from  that  property  In 
the  same  month  of  1972: 

(2)  If  domestic  crude  oU  was  not  produced 
and  sold  from  that  property  In  every  month 
of  1972,  the  total  number  of  barrels  of  do¬ 
mestic  crude  oU  produced  and  sold  from  that 
property  In  1972  divided  by  12. 

TTierefore,  the  new  and  released  pro¬ 
visions  extend  generally  to  those  levels 
of  current  production  to  excess  of  1972 
production  levels,  and  the  price  regula¬ 
tions  establish  the  concept  of  “property” 
as  a  reference  by  which  a  producer  is  to 
compare  current  production  levels 
against  those  of  1972  to  determine  the 
amount  of  Increased  prcxiuction.  ' 

The  definition  of  “property,”  for  pur¬ 
poses  of  determining  new  and  released 
crude  oil,  is  found  at  10  (ZTR  212.72: 

“Property”  Is  the  right  which  arises  from 
a  lease  or  from  a  fee  Interest  to  produce  do¬ 
mestic  crude  oil. 

Prcverty  is  also  defined  to  the  context 
of  the  stiripper  w^  lease  exemption  in 
10  CRt  210.32  as 

the  right  that  arises  from  a  lease  In  existence 
in  1972  or  from  a  fee  Interest  to  produce 
oxide  oil  In  existence  In  1972  and  Is  coexten¬ 
sive  with  the  term  “property”  used  In  S  212.72 


for  purposes  of  determining  “base  produc¬ 
tion  control  level  crude  oil.” 

For  purposes  of  the  price  regulations 
then,  the  property  concept  is  one  that 
identifies  the  right  to  produce  crude  oil, 
whether  that  right  ari^  from  a  lease  or 
from  a  fee  interest.  While  the  FEA  rec¬ 
ognizes  that  various  state  and  other 
federal  regulatory  authorities  may,  for 
other  purposes,  have  monitored  produc¬ 
tion  levels  on  other  bases  (e  g.,  by  phys¬ 
ical  boundaries  or  by  producing  forma¬ 
tions  or  reservoirs) ,  it  is  necessary  that 
the  price  regulations  embody  a  uniform 
concept,  the  parameters  of  which  can  be 
readily  applied  to  all  domestic  produc¬ 
tion,  regardless  of  varying  state  classifi¬ 
cations.  For  this  reason,  FEA  regulations 
utilize,  as  a  reference,  a  property  con¬ 
cept,  based  upon  the  right  to  produce 
crude  oil,  that  can  be  readily  identified 
for  all  producers. 

Accordingly,  in  applying  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  Subpart  D  regarding  new  and 
released  crude  oil,  a  producer  must  look 
to  the  limits  of  the  right  to  produce 
crude  oil  in  defining  a  particular  prop¬ 
erty.  Since  the  production  of  crude  oil  is 
anticipated  to  be  an  on-going  operation, 
normally  there  will  have  been  no 
changes  in  ownership  or  restructuring  of 
the  right  to  produce  crude  oil  since  be¬ 
fore  1972.  This  ruling  is  addressed  to 
those  cases  where,  due  to  such  a  change 
or  restructuring  since  1972,  an  inter¬ 
pretation  of  the  definition  of  “property” 
is  required  for  proper  ap^lcation  of  the 
price  rules  in  determining  BPCL. 

Because  of  the  need  to  quantify  the 
1972  monthly  production  levels  for  a  par¬ 
ticular  property  in  order  to  calculate 
that  property’s  base  production  control 
level  for  each  month,  the  producer  must 
refer  to  the  right  to  produce  crude  oil  as 
it  existed  in  1972  in  order  to  define  the 
pr(H)erty  involved.  This  is  dictated,  of 
course,  by  the  need  to  compare  like  quan¬ 
tities,  today  and  in  1972,  in  order  to 
ensure  a  meaningful  application  of  the 
new  and  released  provisions.  In  the  ma¬ 
jority  of  cases,  involving  qnly  one  lease 
that  remains  unchanged  since  1972,  a 
producer  will  simply  compare  his  current 
monthly  production  for  the  property  (the 
lease  to  those  cases)  against  the  cor¬ 
responding  monthly  production  for  the 
lease  in  1972. 

II.  Exauples 

A.  Pre-1972  Unitization. — A  property 
that  was  unitized  prior  to  1972  requires 
the  same  treatment  as  a  single  property 
that  has  been  imchanged  since  1972. 
Often,  where  two  or  more  leases  have 
reached  the  declining  stages  of  produc¬ 
tion,  they  are  unitized  (i.e.,  the  operations 
of  the  several  leases  are  combined,  more 
efficiently  to  undertake  enhanced  recov¬ 
ery  techniques.)  Such  techniques  usu¬ 
ally  involve  the  conversion  of  some  pre¬ 
viously  producing  wells  to  injection  wells 
and/or  the  shutttog-in  of  other  wells  to 
a  coordinated  overall-production  effort, 
and  for  this  reascm  some  leases  are  left 
after  unitization  with  fewer  producing 
wdls  within  their  geograj^toical  bound¬ 
aries  than  before.  Unitization  sometimes 
results  in  one  or  more  leases  being  left 


only  with  injection  wells,  or  with  no  op¬ 
erating  wells  at  all.  Because  this  realign¬ 
ment  of  producing  patterns,  then,  may 
result  to  the  distorted  actual  production 
from  any  one  lease  comprising  the  unit, 
production  from  the  unit  is  allocated  to 
each  lease  based  upon  imputed  produc¬ 
tion  percentages.  Accordingly,  the  agree¬ 
ment  under  which  the  sever^  leases  are 
imitized  typically  combines  the  several 
rights  to  produce  crude  oil  that,  prior  to 
unitization,  existed  in  the  previous  pro¬ 
ducers  into  a  single  right  to  produce 
crude  oil  now  existing  in  the  unit.  Gen¬ 
erally,  therefore,  since  the  imit  agreement 
signifies  one  right  to  produce  crude  oil 
arising  from  several  leases  or  fee  inter¬ 
ests,  the  unit  defines  the  property. 

Accordingly,  for  purposes  of  determin¬ 
ing  new  and  released  crude  oil,  the  cur¬ 
rent  total  monthly  production  from  a 
unitized  property  must  be  compared  with 
limits  of  the  corresponding  right  (or 
rights)  to  produce  crude  oil  that  existed 
to  1972.  Therefore,  in  cases  of  pre-1972 
unitizations,  the  total  current  monthly 
production  from  the  unit  must  be  com¬ 
pared  with  the  corresponding  1972  total 
monthly  production  from  the  unit.  This 
will  avoid  the  anomalies  that  are  likely  to 
result  from  attempting  to  compare  cur¬ 
rent  actual  or  imputed  monthly  produc¬ 
tion  for  each  lease  within  the  imit  with 
actual  or  imputed  monthly  prixluction 
for  individual  leases  to  1972. 

B.  Post-1972  Unitization. — In  the  case 
of  a  property  that  was  unitized  after 
calendar  year  1972,  the  need  for  (xjmpari- 
son  of  like  quantities  requires  the  pro¬ 
ducer  to  computing  the  BPCL  to  measure 
and  total  the  individual  1972  monthly 
production  levels  for  each  of  the  leases 
that  now  comprise  the  unit.  Accordingly, 
for  example,  where  a  unit  consists  of 
several  leases  that  were  unitized  in  1973, 
the  property  consists  of  the  unit,  and  the 
BPCL  is  the  total  1972  monthly  produc¬ 
tion  from  all  of  the  several  leases  that 
now  comprise  the  unit.  Under  no  circiun- 
stances,  therefore,  would  a  post- 1972 
unitization  create  a  “new”  property,  i.e., 
one  that  has  no  BPCL. 

Example  1:  In  1973,  seven  leases  were  unit¬ 
ized.  Por  each  lease,  the  March  1972  produc¬ 
tion  was  as  fcfilows: 

A — 600  barrels 

B — 760  barrels 

C — 360  barrels 

D — 800  barrels 

E — 400  barrels 

P — 1000  barrels 

G — 200  barrels 

Production  from  the  unit  in  March  1976  was 
4300  barrels.  Totaling  the  March  1972  pro¬ 
duction  levels  of  each  lease  yields  a  BPCL  of 
4000  barrels.  Accordingly,  since  the  March 
1976  production  from  the  unit  exceeded  the 
property’s  BPCL  by  300  barrels,  and  assuming 
there  Is  no  current  cumulative  deficiency  In 
BPCL  for  any  of  the  leases  or  for  the  unit,  300 
barrels  of  new  and  800  barrels  of  released 
crude  oil  may  be  sold  by  the  producer  without 
regud  to  the  celling  price  rule. 

C.  Unitization  During  1972. — In  those 
cases  where  a  property  was  unitized  dur¬ 
ing  1972,  comparison  of  like  quantities 
requires  a  two-stage  computation  of 
BPCL  to  be  done  with  reference  to  1972 
production  levels.  For  that  portion  of 
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calendar  year  1972  before  unitization,  the 
BPCL  is  equal  to  the  total  production 
from  all  of  the  several  leases  that  now 
comprise  the  unit:  for  the  remaining 
portion  of  calendar  year  1972  after  uniti¬ 
zation,  the  BPCL  is  equal  to  the  total 
production  from  the  unit. 

Example  2:  Assume -that  the  seven  leases 
in  Example  1  were  unitized  on  April  1,  1972, 
and  that  the  production  figures  shown  in  Ex¬ 
ample  1  represent  the  production  levels  for 
each  lease  in  January,  February,  and  March 
of  that  year.  Thereafter  the  unit  produced 
crude  oil  at  the  rate  of  4000  barrels  in  April 
and  May,  at  the  rate  of  4100  barrels  in 
June,  July  and  August,  and  at  the  rate  of 
4160  barrels  in  September,  October,  Novem¬ 
ber  and  December. 

For  each  of  the  months  of  January  through 
March,  the  BPCL  is  4000  barrels  (i.e.,  the 
total  production  of  all  leases  comprising  the 
unit).  For  the  months  after  AprU  1,  the 
BPCL  is  equal  to  the  total  production  of  the 
unit,  f.e.,  4000  barrels  in  the  months  of  April 
and  May,  4100  barrels  in  the  months  of  June, 
July,  and  August,  and  4160  barrels  in  the 
months  of  September,  October,  November  and 
December. 

In  sum,  in  determining  the  BPCL  for  a 
particular  property,  the  producer  must 
look  to  the  proper^  as  it  existed  in  1972 
in  order  to  establish  the  appropriate 
production  levels. 

D.  Post-1972  Sxibdivision. — Just  as  a 
post-1972  unitization  does  not  establish 
a  new  property,  neither  does  the  subdivi¬ 
sion  after  1972  (through  assignment, 
creation  of  new  leases,  or  otherwise)  of  a 
single  right  to  produce  crude  oil  into 
several  rights  to  produce  crude  oil  estab¬ 
lish  a  new  property  for  purposes  of  meas¬ 
uring  the  BPCL  and  determining  whether 
any  new  or  released  crude  oil  has  been 
produced. 

Example  J:  A  is  a  firm  that  produced  crude 
oil  from  a  660  acre  lease  in  1972.  The  lease 
established  in  A  a  single  right  (assignable 
in  whole  or  in  part)  to  produce  crude  oU 
from  the  entire  650  acres.  In  1974,  A  as¬ 
signed  100  acres  to  B,  who  drilled  for  and 
began  producing  crude  oU.  During  1972,  there 
were  no  producing  wells  on  the  100  acres  as¬ 
signed  from  A  to  B. 

The  production  from  B’s  lease  Is  not  nec- 
essarUy  classified  as  new  crude  oil. 

The  fact  that  dxnring  1972  there  were  no 
producing  wells  within  the  geographical 
boundarif.  of  the  lease  now  operated  by  B 
does  not  estabUsh,  per  se,  that  all  of  B’s 
produetlou  will  qualify  as  new  oil.  Only  when 
the  total  current  production  from  the  entire 
650  acres  is  measured  against  the  1972  pro¬ 
duction  from  the  comparable  area  can  a  de¬ 
termination  be  made  as  to  the  existence  of 
new  and  released  crude  oU. 

The  result  reached  In  Example  3  Is 
consistent  with  the  policy  that  underlies 
the  two-tier  pricing  system.  For  if  instead 
of  assigning  a  portion  of  the  original 
lease  to  B,  A  developed  that  portion  of 
the  lease  himself,  the  production  of  new 
oil  would  occur  only  if  production  from 
the  entire  property  exceeded  1972  levels 
for  the  entire  650  acres.  That  is,  where 
A’s  property  consisted  of  a  single  right 
to  produce  crude  oil  from  a  650  acre 
lease,  the  drilling  of  a  new  well  located 
upon  a  previously  undeveloped  portion  of 
the  lease  would  not  automatically  estab¬ 
lish  new  crude  oil.  Under  no  circum¬ 
stances  does  the  mere  drilling  of  a  new 


well  automatically  establish  the  produc¬ 
tion  as  new  crude  oil..  Production  from  a 
property  qualifies  as  new  crude  oil  only 
If  in  excess  of  the  property’s  1972  pro¬ 
duction  levels  and  any  current  cumula¬ 
tive  deficiency.  The  result  in  the  example 
above  is  no  different  merely  because  A 
has  assigned  to  B  the  right  to  produce 
crude  oil  from  a  portion  of  the  lease. 
Obviously,  neither  would  B’s  acquisition 
from  A  of  the  right  to  produce  crude  oil 
from  the  entire  650  acres  establish  a  new 
property,  resulting  in  the  production  of 
all  new  oil.  Rather,  the  BPCL  for  B’s 
property  in  that  case  would  be  equal  to 
the  1972  production  levels  from  the  prop¬ 
erty  described  by  A’s  right  to  produce 
crude  oil  in  1972.  A’s  transfer  of  less  than 
the  entire  property  does  not  yield  a  dif¬ 
ferent  result. 

E.  Subdivision  During  1972. — Cases 
where  a  property  was  subdivided  during 
1972  are  governed  by  a  rule  similar  to 
that  described  in  Example  2  for  unitiza¬ 
tion  diiring  1972.  The  BPCL  during  the 
first  portion  of  the  year  ii.e.,  before  the 
subdivision)  is  equal  to  the  monthly  pro¬ 
duction  in  1972  from  the  entire  lease; 
during  the  second  portion  of  the  year 
(i.e.,  after  the  month  in  which  the  sub¬ 
division  occurred) ,  the  BPCL  is  equal  to 
the  two  leases. 

Example  4;  A  is  a  firm  thait  produced  crude 
oU  from  a  650  acre  lease  since  1969.  In  the 
first  portion  ol  1972,  the  property’s  pro¬ 
duction  levels  were  as  lollows: 

January— 400  barrels 

February — 460  barrels 

March — 460  barrels 

April — 500  barrels 

On  May  1,  A  transferred  260  acres  to  B.  Dur¬ 
ing  1972,  there  were  no  producing  wells  on 
the  250  acres  transferred  from  A  to  B.  The 
oezvespondlng  production  levels  for  the  bal¬ 
ance  ol  1972  were  as  follows: 


Lease  A  Lease  B 

(barrels)  (barrels) 


May .  600  0 

June .  400  80 

July .  480  100 

August. .  800  160 

September... .  600  200 

October... .  650  200 

November . 600  200 

December .  460  200 


Accordingly,  for  the  months  from  January 
through  April,  the  BPCL  Is  equal  to  the  pro¬ 
duction  from  the  entire  650  acres  (A’s  lease). 
i.e.,  400  barrels  for  the  month  of  Janucu^,  450 
barrels  for  the  months  of  February  and 
March,  and  500  barrels  for  the  month  of 
AprU.  For  the  months  of  May  through  De¬ 
cember,  the  BPCL  is  stUl  equal  to  the  total 
production  from  the  entire  660  acres  (now 
A’s  lease  plus  B’s  lease).  i.e.,  500  barrels  for 
the  month  of  May,  450  barrels  for  the  month 
of  June,  550  barrels  for  the  month  of  July, 
650  barrels  for  the  month  of  August,  700  bar¬ 
rels  for  the  month  of  September,  760  barrels 
for  the  month  of  October,  700  barrels  for 
the  month  of  November,  and  650  barrels  for 
the  month  of  December. 

For  any  current  month,  Uie  production 
from  A’s  lease  plus  the  production  from  B’s 
lease  must  exceed  the  BPCX  and  any  cumula¬ 
tive  deficiency  before  any  crude  oU  may  be 
sold  without  regard  to  the  ceUlng  price  rule. 

In  cases  where  a  property  has  been 
subdivided  during  or  since  1972,  the  cur¬ 


rent  producers  must  show  that  the  ac¬ 
cumulated  total  current  production  from 
the  present  leases  is  in  excess  of  the  1972 
production  levels  for  the  property  as  it 
existed  in  1972  plus  any  current  cumula¬ 
tive  deficiency  in  order  to  establish  new 
and  released  crude  oil.  Where  the  pro¬ 
ducers  have  determined  that  based  upon 
the  proper  application  of  the  new  and  re¬ 
leased  provisions  as  interpreted  in  this 
Ruling,  a  specific  amount  of  current 
production  qualifies  as  new  and  released, 
they  may  allocate  such  new  and  re¬ 
leased  crude  oil  among  themselves  in 
whatever  proportions  they  may  agree 
upon.  If  they  are  unable  to  agree,  they 
may  petition  the  FEA  pursuant  to  Sub¬ 
part  G  of  Part  205  for  a  resolution. 

F.  Production  From  More  Than  One 
Reservoir  on  a  Single  Property. — Be¬ 
cause  the  property  concept  is  based  upon 
the  right  to  produce  crude  oil,  whether 
arising  from  a  lease  or  from  a  fee  in¬ 
terest,  the  existence  of  two  or  more  sep¬ 
arate  and  distinct  reservoirs  will  not  in 
itself  create  two  or  more  separate  "prop¬ 
erties”.  Therefore,  for  purposes  of  de¬ 
termining  BPCL,  where  a  producer  holds 
a  single  right  to  produce  crude  oil  from 
two  or  more  reservoirs,  together  the  two 
or  more  reservoirs  constitute  a  single 
property;  where  there  are  separate  and 
distinct  rights  to  produce  crude  oil  from 
each  reservoir,  each  reservoir  accord¬ 
ingly  represents  a  different  property. 

Example  5:  O  is  the  fee  owner  of  a  650 
acre  parcel  ot  land.  In  1969,  O  executes  a 
lease  granting  A  the  exclusive  right  to  pro¬ 
duce  crude  oU  from  the  entire  650  acres.  In 
1972,  A  was  producing  crude  oU  from  a  reser¬ 
voir  at  the  level  of  2,000  feet.  A  reswvolr  at 
the  level  of  3,000  feet  had  not  at  that  time 
ever  produced  crude  oil.  In  1975,  A  drlUs  a 
weU  and  begins  to  produce  crude  oU  from 
a  separate  reservoir  at  the  level  of  3,000  feet. 

Since  A  holds  the  right  to  produce  crude 
oil  from  all  levels,  the  property  consists  of 
the  entire  650  acres  including  both  reser¬ 
voirs.  Production  does  not  qualify  as  new  un¬ 
less  the  total  amount  of  monthly  production 
from  both  reservoirs  is  in  excess  of  1972 
levels  and  any  current  cumulative  deficiency 
from  the  entire  650  acres. 

David  O.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  29,  1975. 

[FR  Doc.76-23481  Filed  8-29-75;6:16  pm] 


[Ruling  1976-14] 

RESELLERS,  RESELLER-RETAILERS  AND 
RETAILERS 

Prices  Charged  to  Reflect  Non-Product  Cost 
Increases 

FACTS:  Firm  I,  a  reseller  of  residual 
fuel  oil,  sold  in  retail  sales  50.000,000  gal¬ 
lons  of  residual  fuel  oil  during  the  period 
April  1,  1974,  through  March  31,  1975. 
During  that  time  period.  Firm  I’s  non¬ 
product  costs  attributable  to  its  retail 
sales  of  residual  fuel  oil  averaged  1.25 
cents  per  gallon,  which  represented  an 
increase  in  the  letel  of  non-product  costs 
Incurred  by  Firm  I  in  connection  with  its 
retail  sales  of  residual  fuel  oil  of  .25  eents 
per  gallon  since  May  15. 1973.  In  Its  retail 
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sales  of  residual  fuel  oil  since  April,  1974, 
Firm  1  charged  prices  reflecting 
first,  the  amount  permitted  to  be  charged 
pursuant  to  §  212.93(a),  which  provides 
that: 

(a)  A  seUer  may  not  charge  a  price  for  any 
item  subject  to  this  subpart  which  exceeds 
the  weighted  average  price  at  which  the  item 
was  lawfuUy  priced  by  the  seller  in  transac¬ 
tions  with  the  class  of  purchaser  concerned 
on  May  15,  1973,  plus  an  amount  which  re¬ 
flects  on  a  dollar-for-doUar  basis,  increased 
costs  of  the  item, 

and,  second,  an  additional  .75  cents  per 
gallon.  Firm  A  seeks  to  justify  the  charg¬ 
ing  of  an  additional  .75  cents  per  gallon 
under  the  terms  of  §  212.93(b),  which 
provides  in  relevant  part: 

(b)  Notwithstanding  the  provisions  of  par¬ 
agraph  (a)  of  this  section: 

•  •  •  •  • 

(3)  With  respect  to  residual  fuel  oil  be¬ 

ginning  with  April  1974:  in  retail  sales,  a 
seller  may  charge  three-fourths  cent  per 
gaUon  in  excess  of  the  amoimt  otherwise 
permitted  to  be  charged  for  that  item  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  provisions  of  this  section,  to 
reflect  non-product  cost  increases  which  the 
seller  Incurred  after  May  15,  1973.  .  .  . 

ISSUE:  May  increased  prices  be 
charged  pursuant  to  §  212.93(b)  that  ex¬ 
ceed  the  amount  of  non-product  cost  in¬ 
creases  incurred  by  the  seller  after  May 
15,  1973? 

RULING:  Resellers,  reseller-retailers, 
and  retailers  cannot  charge  increased 
prices  pursuant  to  §  212.93(b)  except  to 
the  extent  that  such  prices  actually  “re¬ 
flect  non-product  cost  increases  which 
the  seller  incurred  after  May  15,  1973.” 

Thus,  in  the  case  of  Firm  I,  the  prices 
charged  in  the  one  year  period  b^inning 
April  1,  1974,  resulted  in  overcharges  by 
that  Arm  of  0.5  cents  per  gallon. 

Although  the  language  of  §  212.93(b) 
clearly  sets  forth  the  reqvilrement  that 
sell^s  must  have  incurred  non-product 
cost  increases  to  avail  themselves  of  the 
various  price  increases  permitted  in  sales 
of  certain  products  by  that  section,  the 
FEA  has  not  provided  any  regulations 
governing  the  method  by  which  such  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs  are  to  be  com¬ 
puted.  This  Is  because  the  various  en¬ 
tities  subject  to  the  price  rules  of  Sub¬ 
part  F  (Resellers  and  Retailers)  are  so 
numerous  and  so  diverse  as  to  make 
such  an  effort  impracticable.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  the  FEA  will  generally  permit  such 
firms  to  establish  their  non-product  cost 
increases  attributable  to  their  reseller  or 
retailer  operations  based  upon  their  cus¬ 
tomary  accoimting  procedures  generally 
accepted  and  historically  and  consist¬ 
ently  applied  by  the  Arm  concerned. 

The  FEA  is  also  aware  that  many  of 
the  hundreds  of  thousands  of  small  re¬ 
tail  Arms  subject  to  Subpart  F  do  not 
have  elaborate  accounting  procedures 
capable  of  yielding  precise  non-product 
cost  flgures,  and  the  increments  per¬ 
mitted  to  be  added  to  selling  prices  to 
reflect  increased  non-product  costs  pur¬ 
suant  to  9  212.93(b)  were  adopted  by 
FEA  with  a  view  toward  iu>proximating 
the  average  actual  non-product  cost  in¬ 
creases  being  ocperienced  by  the  various 


segments  of  the  petroleum  industry  con¬ 
cerned.  For  the  most  part,  the  FEA  be¬ 
lieves,  based  on  information  submitted 
in  various  rulanaking  proceedings  Uiat 
have  been  held  to  consider  revising 
9  212.93(b),  that  the  maximum  non¬ 
product  cost  increments  set  forth  in 
9  212.93(b)  generally  are  representative 
of  the  relevant  overall  non-product  cost 
increases  that  have  been  experienced  in 
the  industry.  Moreover,  for  products  that 
are  in  abundant  supply,  such  as  gasoline, 
the  forces  of  competition  tend  to  re¬ 
strict  prices  charged  to  levels  that  rep¬ 
resent  the  recoupment  of  actual  product 
and  non-product  costs,  plus  the  histori¬ 
cal  margin  of  profit  needed  to  sustain 
the  business. 

Accordingly,  the  FEA  does  not  antici¬ 
pate  that  this  ruling  will  have  any  wide¬ 
spread  effects  with  respect  to  the 
majority  of  firms  subject  to  Subpart  F, 
even  if  they  might  erroneously  have  re¬ 
garded  the  price  increments  specified  by 
9  212.93(b)  as  not  having  to  be  justified 
by  actual  non-product  cost  increases, 
since  most  firms  have  in  fact  incurred 
non-product  cost  increases  equal  to,  U 
not  more  than,  those  specified  in 
§  212.93(b). 

However,  in  those  instance  where  a 
firm’s  increased  non-product  costs  have 
been  substantially  less  on  a  per-unit 
basis  than  the  amount  of  the  per-unit 
price  increases  allowable  to  reflect  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs  pursuant  to 
9  212.93(b),  FEA  will,  as  stated  above, 
treat  as  overcharges  any  prices  osten¬ 
sibly  charged  pursuant  to  9  212.93(b) 
that  do  not,  in  fact,  reflect  actual  in¬ 
creased  non-product  costs.  Based  on  the 
Information  available  to  FEA  at  this 
time,  the  most  likely  instances  in  which 
non-product  costs  actually  incurred  may 
not  have  been  equal  to  or  greater  than 
the  amounts  set  forth  in  9  212.93(b) 
are  with  respect  to  very  large  resellers, 
whose  sales  volumes  result  in  relatively 
small  per  unit  non-product  costs,  com¬ 
pared  with  the  per  unit  non-product 
costs  of  smaller  firms. 

David  Q.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administratkm. 

August  29,  1975. 

{FR  Doc.75-a3466  Filed  a-29-75;4:43  pm) 


[Ruling  1975-16] 

RESELLERS.  RESELLER-RETAILERS.  AND 
RETAILERS 

Carry-Forward  of  the  Amount  by  Which 
Prices  Charged  Are  Less  Than  the  Price 
Increases  Permitted  To  Reflect  Increased 
Non-Product  Costs 

FACTS:  Firm  X.  a  retailer  of  gascfiine, 
cmnputed  its  maximum  lawful  price  for 
gasoline  on  June  1, 1975,  following  a  de¬ 
livery  of  gasoline  on  that  date,  which  re¬ 
sulted  in  a  new,  higher  weighted  average 
unit  cost  of  gasoline  in  inventory,  pursu¬ 
ant  to  10  CFR  212.93  as  follows: 

(1)  The  weighted  average  price  at 
which  gasoline  was  lawfully  priced  by  the 
seller  in  transactions  with  the  class  of 


purchaser  conpemed  on  May  15,  1973: 
37.2  cents  per  gallon;  plus 

(2)  Increased  costs  (as  defined  in 
9  212.92,  based  on  a  weighted  average 
unit  cost  of  product  in  inventory  on 
May  15, 1973,  of  30.2  cents  per  gallon,  and 
a  current  weighted  average  imit  cost  of 
product  in  inventory  of  42.5  cents  per 
gallon) :  12.3  cents  fter  gallon;  plus 

(3)  The  amoimt  permitted  to  be 
chained  pursuant  to  9  212.93(b)  to  reflect 
non-product  cost  increases  which  the 
seller  incurred  after  May  15,  1973:  3.0 
cents  per  gallon;  for  a  total  of  52.5  cents 
per  gallon. 

Based  on  this  computation.  Firm  X  on 
June  1,  increases  its  selling  price  for  gaso¬ 
line  to  51.5  cents  per  gallon. 

On  Jime  15,  1975,  Firm  X  receives  a 
delivery  of  gasoline  at  43.5  cents  per 
gallon,  and,  as  a  result  the  weighted 
average  unit  cost  of  gasoline  in  inven¬ 
tory  of  Firm  X  is  increased  to  43.0  cents 
per  gallon.  Since  Firm  X  has  already 
Increased  its  price  once  in  June,  to  reflect 
increased  costs,  it  may  not  again  increase 
its  prices  until  July. 

ISSUE:  What  portion,  if  any,  of  the 
amount  by  which  Firm  X’s  price  is  less 
than  the  maximum  lawful  price  can  Firm 
X  carry  fOTward  from  June,  for  recovery 
in  prices  charged  in  a  subsequent  month? 

RULING:  Pursuant  to  9  212.93(e). 
Firm  X  is  permitted  to  carry  forward 
unrecovered  “increewed  costs,”  as  defined 
in  9  212.92  (t.e.,  imrecovered  increased 
product  costs) ,  for  recovery  in  a  subse¬ 
quent  month.  The  regulations  do  not  in¬ 
clude  a  corresponding  provision  for  the 
carry  forward  of  amounts  by  which 
prices  charged  do  not  take  f  advantage 
of  the  authorization  in  9  212.93(b)  to 
charge  prices  in  excess  of  those  otherwise 
permitted,  to  reflect  increased  nonprod¬ 
uct  costs.  Section  212.93(b)  therefore 
simply  affords  a  seller  a  continuing  op- 
portimlty  to  recover  increased  non- 
product  costs  up  to  a  specified  price  in¬ 
crement  per  unit  of  sales,  but  does  not 
entail  any  authority  to  carry  forward 
for  use  in  determining  prices  in  subse¬ 
quent  months  the  amount  by  which 
prices  charged  are  less  than  price 
increment  permitted  by  that  section. 

In  order  to  implement  this  distinction 
in  treatment  between  increased  product 
costs  and  price  increments  to  reflect  in¬ 
creased  ncm-product  costs,  prices  are  re¬ 
garded  as  being  constituted  of  three  de¬ 
ments,  in  the  sequence  in  which  those 
elements  are  set  forth  in  the  regulations; 
i.e.,  first,  the  May  15, 1973  price;  second, 
the  increased  product  cost;  and,  third, 
increased  non-product  costs.  Accord¬ 
ingly,  as  a  general  rule,  only  where  a 
price  charged  is  less  than  the  price  based 
on  the  first  two  elements  (May  15,  1973 
price  plus  increased  product  costs) ,  and 
exclusive  of  any  price  increase  pursuant 
to  9  212.93(b).  which  affords  the  omxh:- 
tunity  to  pass  through  increased  non¬ 
product  costs,  will  there  be  any  unre¬ 
covered  increased  product  costs  available 
for  carry  forward  under  9  212.93(e). 

An  exception  to  this  general  rule  Is 
afforded,  however,  in  recognition  of  the 
fact  that  sellers  may  incur  product  cost 
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increases  but  be  unable  to  increase  prices 
because  of  previous  price  adjustments  in 
that  month,  or  may  otherwise  not  find  it 
practicable  to  adjust  prices  each  time 
they  receive  a  delivery  of  product  which 
results  in  a  change  in  their  weighted  av¬ 
erage  unit  cost  of  product  In  inventory. 
In  such  cases,  a  seller  will  be  permitted 
to  treat  the  prices  charged  during  the 
entire  period  between  its  price  adjust¬ 
ment  as  including  the  same  increment 
of  non-product  cost  recovery  as  was 
included  when  that  price  was  initially 
adjusted. 

Thus,  in  the  case  of  Firm  X,  its  price 
on  June  1,  1975  represented  a  May  15. 
1973  price  of  37.2  cents  per  gallon,  in¬ 
creased  product  costs  of  12.3  cents  per 
gallcm,  and  Increased  non-product  costs 
of  2  cents  per  gallon.  Then,  when  the 
amount  of  its  increased  product  costs 
changed  cm  June  15,  from  12.3  c^ts  per 
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gallon  to  12.8  cents  per  gallon,  the  price 
charged  continued  to  represent  a  2  cent 
pex  gallon  reccwery  increased  non- 
product  costs.  Thus,  notwithstanding  the 
fact  that  Firm  X,  beginning  Jvine  15,  bad 
inci’eased  product  costs  of  12.8  cents  per 
gallon,  the  51.5  cent  price  being  charged 
continues  to  represent  a  May  15,  1973 
price  of  37.2  cents,  increased  product 
costs  of  12.3  cents,  and  increased  non¬ 
product  costs  of  2  cents.  The  0.5  cent 
per  gallon  increase  in  product  costs  that 
is  not  recovered  in  sales  beginning  on 
June  15  and  continuing  until  Firm  X 
makes  its  next  price  adjustment  may 
therefore  be  carried  forward  pursuant  to 
§  212.93(e)  for  recovery  in  a  subsequent 
month.  However,  when  Firm  X  computes 
its  maximum  prices  for  purposes  of  its 
next  price  adjustment,  the  price  that  is 
established  will  again  be  deemed  to  in¬ 
clude  all  available  increased  product 
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costs  before  the  additional  price  in¬ 
creases  permitted  pursuant  to  §  212.93(b) 
to  reflect  Increased  non-product  costs 
will  be  deemed  to  have  been  chai^e^ 
This  ruling  only  addresses  the  maxi¬ 
mum  Jevel  to  which  prices  may  be  in¬ 
creased  pursuant  to  9  212.93(b)  “to  re¬ 
flect”  increased  non-product  costs.  Ques¬ 
tions  relating  to  the  extent  to  which 
actual  non-product  cost  increases  must 
be  incurred  to  take  advantage  of  §  212.93 
(b)  price  Increases  are  discussed  in  Rul¬ 
ing  1975-14.  It  should  be  noted  in  that 
regard,  however,  that  there  is  no  require¬ 
ment  that  increased  non-product  costs 
be  passed  through  pursuant  to  9  212.93 
(b)  in  the  same  month  they  are  incurred. 

David  O.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  29,  1975. 

[PR  Doc.76-23482  Piled  8-29-75:5:15  pm) 
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proposed  rules 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGiSTER  contains  notices  to  the  pubiic  of  the  proposed  issuance  of  ruies  and  reguiations.  The  purpose  of 
these  notices  is  to  give  interested  persons  an  opportunity  to^participate  in  the  rule  making  prior  to  the  adoption  of  the  final  rules. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Marketing  Service 
[7CFRPart982] 

IDocket  No.  AO  20&-A  4] 

FILBERTS  GROWN  IN  OREGON  AND 
WASHINGTON 

Decision  on  Proposed  Further  Amendment 
of  the  Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  ftirther  amendment  of  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement,  as  amended,  and  Order 
No.  982,  as  amended  (7  CFR  Part  982) , 
(hereinafter  referred  to  collectively  as 
the  “order”)  regtUating  the  handling  of 
filberts  grown  in  Oregon  and  Washing¬ 
ton.  The  hearing  was  held,  pursuant  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Agricultural  Mar¬ 
keting  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as 
amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seg.),  and  the 
applicable  rules  of  practice  (7  CFTl  Part 
900),  at  Portland,  Oregon,  on  April  29, 
1975,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof  issued 
on  April  15, 1975. 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duce  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Acting  Administrator,  on 
July  15,  1975,  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk,  United  States  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  his  recommended  decision  con¬ 
taining  notice  of  the  opportunity  to  file 
written  exceptions  thereto.  No  exceptions 
were  filed. 

Ihe  material  issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  recommended  decisions  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein. 

Material  issues.  The  material  issues  of 
record  sure  sus  follows: 

(1)  Provide  for  a  “marketing  policy 
year”  for  purposes  of  volume  regulation 
\mder  the  order; 

(2)  Change  references  to  “fiscal  year” 
in  the  order  to  “marketing  policy  year” 
where  applicable; 

(3)  Provide  fiexibility  in  estimating 
mending  inshell  carryover  when  recom- 
merchantable  production  and  in  recom¬ 
mending  marketing  policy; 

(4)  Provide  for  establishment  of  a 
preliminary  free  percentage  early  in  the 
msu'keting  policy  year; 

(5)  Provide  for  establishment  of  free 
and  restricted  percentages  on  a  “market¬ 
ing  policy  year”  bsisis  and  that  such  per- 
centeges  established  in  one  year  remsdn 
in  effect  imtil  percentages  for  the  subse¬ 
quent  yesur  are  established; 

(6)  Require  shelled  fill^rts  which  are 
to  be  credited  in  satisfaction  of  a  re¬ 
stricted  obligation  to  be  inspected  and 
certified  by  the  Federal-State  inspection 
service; 

(7)  Permit  handlers  to  withhold 
shdled  filberts  to  satisfy  restricted  obli¬ 


gations,  and  require  that  any  filberts  to 
be  so  withheld  be  inspected  and  certified 
as  meeting  the  requirements  of  Oregon 
No.  1  grade  for  shelled  filberts; 

(8)  Provide  for  an  equivalent  weight 
basis  for  shelled  filberts  to  be  credited 
in  satisfaction  of  a  restricted  obligation; 

(9)  Change  the  latest  date  to  which 
handlers  may  temporarily  defer  under 
bond,  the  withholding  of  filberts  in  satis¬ 
faction  of  restricted  obligations; 

(10)  Require  handlers  to  report  their 
inventory  of  inshell  and  shelled  filberts 
as  of  the  first  day  of  the  marketing  pol¬ 
icy  year;  and 

(11)  Make  such  changes  in  the  order 
as  may  be  necessary  to  bring  the  entire 
order,  as  amended,  into  conformity  with 
the  amendatory  action  resvQting  from  the 
hearing. 

Findings  and  conclusions.  The  follow¬ 
ing  findings  and  conclvisions  on  the  ma¬ 
terial  issues  are  based  on  the  record  of 
the  hearing; 

(1)  Section  982.17  of  the  marketing 
agreement  and  order  (hereinafter,  in  this 
text  of  the  findings  and  conclusions,  col¬ 
lectively  referred  to  as  the- “order”) 
should  be  amended  to  provide  for  a  mar¬ 
keting  policy  year.  That  seetkm  currently 
defines  the  term  “fiscal  year”  to  mean 
the  12  months  from  August  1  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  July  31,  both  inclusive.  The  op¬ 
eration  and  administration  of  tiie  mar¬ 
keting  order  is  geared  to  this  period. 
However,  this  period  does  not  correspond 
closely  with' the  actual  productkm  euid 
marketing  cycle  of  filberts.  Delivery  to 
handlers  of  new  crop  filberts  normally 
begins  about  October  1.  The  heavy  ship¬ 
ment  of  new  crop  filberts  by  handlers  be¬ 
gins  as  soon  as  these  nuts  can  be  proc¬ 
essed  and  packaged. 

Establishment  of  a  marketing  policy 
year  corresponding  with  filbert  produc¬ 
tion  and  marketing  would  enable  the  Fil¬ 
bert  Control  Board  (hereinafter,,  in  this 
text  of  the  findings  and  conclusions,  re¬ 
ferred  to  as  the  “Board”)  to  make  its 
marketing  policy  estimates  and  recom¬ 
mendations  as  close  to  the  actual  pro¬ 
duction  and  marketing  cycle  as  is  prac¬ 
ticable. 

Chirrently,  annual  volume  regulation  is 
established  for  a  fiscal  year  and  is  based 
upon  data  kept  on  a  fiscal  year  basis. 
Thus,  annual  marketing  decisions  which 
usually  are  made  by  the  Board  in  mid- 
September  do  not  ordinarily  take  into 
account  any  changes  that  may  have  oc¬ 
curred  since  the  end  of  the  previous  fis¬ 
cal  year.  If  the  marketing  policy  year 
were  set  from  new  crop  to  new  crop,  it 
would  not  be  necessary  to  estimate  re¬ 
quirements  from  August  1  to  July  31  and 
then  estimate  additional  requirements 
from  August  1  to  October  1  of  the  follow¬ 


ing  year.  In  other  words,  the  proposal 
would  enable  the  Board  to  recommend  a 
one-year  supply  to  fill  a  one-year  de¬ 
mand. 

The  proposed  marketing  policy  year 
would  be  used  only  for  purposes  of  vol¬ 
ume  regulation.  The  Board  would  con¬ 
tinue  to  maintain  statistical  data,  ad¬ 
ministrative  activities,  and  the  financial 
operation  of  the  order  on  a  fiscal  year 
basis. 

At  the  hearing,  there  was  scane  \mcer- 
tainty  on  the  part  of  the  proponents  as 
to  the  exact  dates  which  should  be  es¬ 
tablished  for  the  proposed  marketing 
policy  year.  Some  handlers  cu^marily 
ship  carryover  inshell  filberts  into  ex¬ 
port  outlets,  or  shell  the  carryover,  in 
August  and  September,  to  accumulate 
restricted  credits.  These  credits  are  then 
applied  to  the  restricted  obligations  in¬ 
curred  when  these  handlers  begin  to  ship 
merchantable  filberts  (of  the  new  croip) 
to  the  domestic  market  in  October.  The 
proponents  testified  that  fiirther  review 
of  this  matter  should  be  made  by  the 
Board  before  establishing  a  marketing 
policy  year  that  would  cover  a  peiiod  of 
time  different  from  the  fiscal  year.  Fur¬ 
thermore,  the  marketing  policy  year 
should  not  be  changed  indiscriminately, 
but  only  when  experience  proves  that 
there  should  be  an  adjustment,  or  when 
it  becomes  obvious  that  the  ei^bhshed 
dates  are  not  functional  from  the  stand¬ 
point  of  industry  operational  practices. 
Therefore,  the  dates  of  the  present  fiscal 
year  (i.e.,  August  1  through  July  31) 
should  bo  used  for  the  marketing  policy 
year  and  authority  be  included  in 
§  982.17  to  change  that  year  to  such  other 
period  of  time  as  may  be  recommended 
by  the  Board  and  established  by  the  Sec¬ 
retary  through  rulemaking. 

(2)  Material  issue  (1) ,  sa  proposed,  re¬ 
garding  establishment  of  a  marketing 
policy  year  for  purposes  of  volume  regu¬ 
lation,  would  necessitate  conforming 
changes  in  other  sections  of  the  order. 
Accordingly,  all  references  to  “fiscal 
year”  should  be  changed  to  “marketing 
policy  year”  in  §§  982.16;  982.50  (c)  and 
(d) ;  982.52  (a)  and  (d) ;  982.54  (a),  (c). 
and  (e);  982.71;  and  982.86(b)(3).  It 
would  also  be  necessary  to  change  refer¬ 
ences  to  “fiscal  year”  to  “marketing  pol¬ 
icy  year”  in  certain  other  provisions. 
These  changes  will  be  reconunended  In 
the  discussion  of  the  particular  material 
issue  of  this  recommended  decision 
wherever  applicable. 

(3)  Section  982.40  of  the  order  con¬ 
tains  the  estimates  and  recommenda¬ 
tions  which  must  be  made  by  the  Board 
in  recommending  its  annual  marketing 
policy  to  the  Secretary.  Among  these  are: 
An  estimate  of  merchantable  produc- 
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tion;  and  a  recommendation  for  handler 
carryover  of  inshell  filberts  at  the  end 
of  a  year. 

The  estimate  of  merchantable  produc¬ 
tion  of  filberts  made  by  the  Board  at  its 
marketing  policy  meeting  Is  based  upon 
an  estimate  of  field -run  filbert  produc¬ 
tion  by  the  Statistical  Reporting  Service, 
USDA.  The  first  SRS  estimate  of  this 
production  is  released  early  in  Septem¬ 
ber.  From  this  estimate,  the  Board  de¬ 
ducts  a  quantity  of  filberts  for  small 
sizes,  culls  and  blows,  and  farm  and  mis¬ 
cellaneous  use,  to  arrive  at  its  estimate 
of  merchantable  production.  Whenever 
volume  regulations  are  made  effective 
for  a  year,  a  quantity  of  inshell  filberts 
is  made  available  for  the  domestic  mar¬ 
ket  by  means  of  a  free  percentage  to 
meet  the  estimated  inshell  trade  demand. 
The  voliune  regulation  also  includes  a 
restricted  percentage,  which  prescribes 
the  portion  that  must  be  withheld  from 
hanging  as  inshell  filberts.  Restricted 
filberts  may  be  disposed  of  by  handlers 
as  inshell  filberts  into  the  export  market, 
or  as  shelled  filberts  into  either  the  do¬ 
mestic  or  export  market.  These  percent¬ 
ages  are  recommended  by  the  Board  and 
established  by  the  Secretary.  The  free 
and  restricted  percentages  should  be  es¬ 
tablished  as  early  in  the  year  as  is  prac¬ 
ticable  so  that  handlers  will  be  aware  of 
their  restricted  obligations  and  can  plan 
their  operations  accordingly.  When  a 
handler  makes  a  shipment  of  inshell  fil¬ 
berts  into  the  domestic  market,  he  is  re¬ 
quired  by  the  order  to  withhold  a  specific 
quantity  of  filberts  as  restricted  filberts. 

It  was  proposed  in  the  notice  of  hear¬ 
ing  that  the  first  sentence  of  §  982.40(a) 
be  amended  to  read,  “Each  marketing 
policy  year,  prior  to  the  time  the  new 
crop  filberts  are  available  for  handling, 
the  Board  shall  hold  a  meeting  for  the 
purpose  of  reconunending  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  a  marketing  policy  for  that  year”, 
rrhe  proposal  would  require  a  Board 
meeting  after  the  beginning  of  a  market¬ 
ing  policy  year  to  make  marketing  policy 
recommendations  for  that  year.  This 
could  cause  difficulty  for  the  industry 
if  the  marketing  policy  year  begins  Octo¬ 
ber  1,  especially  when  coupled  with  an 
early  crop  or  development  of  new  vari¬ 
eties  of  filberts  which  may  be  harvested 
earlier  than  current  varieties.  Further¬ 
more,  since  the  first  estimate  of  produc¬ 
tion  upon  which  marketing  policy  is 
based  is  released  in  September  and  new 
crop  filberts  are  ordinarily  available 
early  in  October,  the  Board  generally 
has  held  its  marketing  policy  meeting  in 
September,  and  there  is  no  indication 
that  the  Board  will  change  its  practice 
in  the  future.  Therefore,  the  first  sen¬ 
tence  of  §  982.40(a)  should  be  amended 
to  read,  “For  each  marketing  policy  year, 
the  Board  shall  hold  a  meeting  for  the 
purpose  of  recommending  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  a  marketing  policy  for  that  year.” 

In  some  years,  the  production  estimate 
used  by  the  Board  in  estimating  mer¬ 
chantable  production  of  filberts  has  been 
less  than  actual  production.  Once  the 
free  and  restricted  percentages  are  estab¬ 
lished.  the  free  percentage  cannot  be 
lowered.  Thus,  if  the  free  percentage  is 


established  on  the  basis  of  a  production 
estimate  released  in  September  and  the 
mroduction  estimate  is  subsequently  in¬ 
creased,  an  over-supply  of  inshell  filberts 
is  made  available  for  the  domestic  mar¬ 
ket.  To  correct  this  problem,  §  982.40 
(a)  (1)  (i)  should  be  amended  to  provide 
that  the  Board  may  include  in  its  esti¬ 
mate  of  the  quantity  of  merchantable 
filberts  to  be  produced  during  a  market¬ 
ing  policy  year  an  adjustment  to  protect 
against  any  error  in  estimation  of  that 
production.  The  order  should,  not  pre¬ 
scribe  an  exact  amount  which  should  be 
used  for  the  adjustment.  The  Board 
should  take  into  consideration  the 
amount  of  any  errors  in  production  esti¬ 
mates  in  previous  years.  The  adjustment 
should  be  reasonable  and  should  not  be 
such  as  might  materially  short  the  supply 
of  inshell  filberts  to  be  made  available 
for  the  domestic  market  early  in  the 
year.  When  the  estimate  of  production 
is  released  in  November,  the  Board  should 
meet  to  determine  if  any  change  in  the 
free  percentages  is  necessary. 

In  the  notice  of  hearing  it  was  proposed 
that  provision  to  permit  the  Board  to 
include  an  adjustment  to  protect  against 
any  error  in  estimation  of  production 
should  be  included  in  §  982.40(a)  (1)  (v). 
However,  at  the  hearing,  the  proponents 
testified  that  this  provision  should  be 
contained  in  §  982.40(a)  (1)  (i)  because 
this  subdivision  deals  with  the  Board’s 
estimate  of  merchantable  production  and 
any  adjustment  would  be  made  in  this 
estimate.  Subdivision  (v)  of  §  982.40 
(a)(1)  deals  with  the  Board’s  recom¬ 
mended  free  and  restricted  percentages 
for  a  marketing  policy  year.  Therefore, 
it  is  more  appropriate  that  this  provision 
for  adjustment  be  included  in  §  982.40 
(a)(l)(i). 

The  Board  should  not  be  required  to 
include  an  adjustment  for  any  error  in 
estimaticm  of  production,  but  rather 
should  be  permitted  to  use  such  an  ad¬ 
justment  if  it  deems  this  necessary. 

Section  982.40(a)  (1)  (ili)  of  the  order 
provides  for  a  Board  recommendation 
for  handler  carryover  of  inshell  filberts 
at  the  end  of  a  year  which  may  be  avail¬ 
able  for  handling  as  inshell  filberts  in  the 
subsequent  year.  The  pvirpose  of  this 
provision  is  to  make  availaUe  inshell 
filberts  for  shipment  after  Jvily  31  of  a 
year  before  new  crop  filberts  become 
available  (early  October).  In  practice, 
the  industry  views  this  as  requiring  the 
Board  to  reccanmend  a  specific  quantity 
as  carryover,  and  the  Board  has  acted 
accordingly.  That  is,  the  industry  does 
not  interpret  this  provision  as  permit¬ 
ting  the  Board  to  recommend  a  “zero” 
carryover.  However,  there  is  no  require¬ 
ment  that  handlers  actually  carry  over 
the  recommended  quantity  of  inshell  fil¬ 
berts.  In  fact,  marketing  conditicms 
determine  the  size  of  any  carryover. 
Thus,  the  recommended  carryover  at  the 
end  of  a  year  merely  makes  a  quantity  of 
inshell  filberts  available  to  the  domestic 
market  which  is  in  excess  of  the 
quantity  needed  for  shipment  as  inshell 
ffiberts  during  the  year.  In  many  In¬ 
stances,  this  recommended  carryover  has 
been  exported  or  shelled,  and  thus  was 


not  available  as  inshell  filberts  for  the 
domestic  market  in  the  succeeding  year. 
The  marketing  policy  year  discuss^  in 
material  issue  (1)  of  this  recommended 
decision,  when  fully  implemented,  could 
result  in  the  Board’s  recommendations 
on  marketing  policy  being  based  upon  a 
time  period  that  more  closely  coincides 
with  production  and  marketing  cycles. 
Such  a  time  period  as  a  basis  for 
marketing  policy  recommendations  less¬ 
ens  the  need  for  any  carryover. 

It  is  possible  that  circumstances,  trade 
conditions,  or  industry  practices  may 
change  in  the  future  and  make  it  advis¬ 
able  for  the  Board  to  again  include  in  its 
marketing  policy  a  recommendation  for 
inshell  handler  carryover.  Therefore, 

§  982.40(a)  (1)  (iii)  should  make  it  clear 
that  the  Board  is  permitted,  not  re¬ 
quired,  to  recommend  a  carryover  of  in¬ 
shell  filberts  in  its  marketing  policy 
determinations. 

Material  issue  (1)  of  this  recom¬ 
mended  decision  recommends  establish¬ 
ment  of  a  marketing  policy  year  for 
purposes  of  volume  regulation.  Section 
982.40  sets  forth  the  Board  estimates 
and  recommendations  upon  which 
volume  regulation  is  based.  Therefore, 
all  references  in  §  982.40  to  “fiscal  year” 
should  be  changed  to  “marketing  policy 
year”,  with  the  following  exception; 
Paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  currently 
provides  for  revisions  of  marketing 
policy.  Such  revisions  may  be  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Board,  or  by  handlers  who 
handled  at  least  10  percent  of  all  filberts 
in  the  preceding  fiscal  year.  The  refer¬ 
ence  to  “fiscal  year”  mujt  be  retained  in 
this  paragraph.  The  reason  is  that  the 
first  year  the  marketing  policy  year  is 
used,  there  will  be  no  preceding  market¬ 
ing  policy  year.  If  a  reference  to  fiscal 
year  is  not  retained,  handlers  would  be 
precluded  from  recommending  revisions 
in  marketing  policy  during  the  first 
marketing  policy  year. 

(4)  Proposal  No.  4  contained  in  the 
notice  of  hearing  would  have  amended 
§  982.40  of  the  order  to  provide  for  es¬ 
tablishment  of  a  preliminary  free  per¬ 
centage  (early  in  the  marketing  policy 
year)  which  would  release  90  percent  of 
the  estimated  trade  demand  for  Inshell 
filberts.  Then,  no  later  than  November 
15,  the  Board  would  have  been  required 
to  recommend  a  free  percentage  which 
would  tend  to  release  a  quantity  equal 
to  the  estimated  trade  demand  for  In¬ 
shell  filberts  for  that  year. 

This  proposal  was  abandoned  by  the 
proponents  and  no  testimony  in  support 
of  it  was  presented  at  the  hearing. 

(,5)  Section  982.41  contains  authority 
for  establishment  of  free  and  restricted 
percentages.  The  proposed  amendment 
of  this  section  is  primarily  to  bring  it 
into  conformity  with  proposed  SS  982.17 
and  982.40  by  (hanging  references  to  “fis¬ 
cal  year”  to  “marketing  policy  year”.  In 
addition,  some  minor  changes  should  be 
made  in  §  982.41  for  clarity  and  to  delete 
repetition.  In  the  notice  of  hearing,  it 
was  proposed  that  the  ratio  to  be  con¬ 
sidered  by  the  Secretary  when  estab¬ 
lishing  free  and  restricted  percentages 
be  changed  by  deleting  reference  to  "ttie 
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Inshell  handler  carryover  at  the  end  of 
the  year”  in  the  second  sentence  of 
§  982.41.  The  recommended  amendment 
of  §  982.40(a)  (1)  (ill)  included  in  the  dis¬ 
cussion  of  material  issue  (3)  of  this  rec¬ 
ommended  decision  would  permit  the 
Board  to  recommend  or  not  recommend  a 
handler  carryover  of  inshell  filberts  at 
the  end  of  a  marketing  policy  year.  To 
conform  with  the  recommended  amend¬ 
ment  of  §  982.40(a)  (1)  (iii) ,  the  reference 
to  “the  inshell  handler  carryover  at  the 
end  of  a  year”  should  be  retained  in  the 
second  sentence  of  §  982.41,  with  the  ad¬ 
dition  of  a  modifying  phrase  “when  ap¬ 
plicable”  inserted  after  the  first  “and”. 
Thus,  the  reference  to  inshell  carryover 
should  read,  “and,  when  applicable,  the 
Inshell  handler  carryover  at  the  end  of 
the  year.” 

In  the  notice  of  hearing,  it  was  also 
proposed  that  the  last  sentence  of 
S  982.41  be  deleted.  That  sentence  reads, 
“Until  free  and  restricted  percentages  are 
established  by  the  Secretary  for  a  fiscal 
year,  the  percentages  in  effect  at  the  end 
of  the  previous  year  shall  be  applicable”. 

At  the  hearing,  the  proponents  testified 
that  this  sentence  should  not  be.  deleted. 
Shipments  of  merchantable  filberts  into 
the  domestic  market  may  be  made  by 
handlers  after  the  beginiiing  of  a  mar¬ 
keting  policy  year  but  prior  to  the  time 
the  free  and  restricted  percentages  for 
the  new  year  are  established.  In  order 
for  handlers  to  make  their  plans  for 
early  season  shipments,  they  should  have 
to  meet  a  definite  vrithholding  obliga¬ 
tion.  Thus,  the  last  sentence  of  §  982.41, 
which  provides  that  until  free  and  re¬ 
stricted  percentages  for  a  year  are  estab¬ 
lished,  the  percentages  in  effect  at  the 
end  of  the  previous  year  shall  be  appli¬ 
cable,  should  be  retained. 

(6)  Section  982.46(a)  should  be 
amended  to  provide  that  shelled  filberts 
which  are  to  be  credited  in  satisfaction 
of  a  restricted  obligation  shall  be  in¬ 
spected  and  certified  by  the  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service.  This  arises  from 
the  recommended  amendment  of  §  982.50 
which  is  discussed  in  material  issue  (7) 
of  this  recommended  decision.  The  rec¬ 
ommended  amendment  of  §  982.50  will 
provide  that  shelled  filberts  may  be  cred¬ 
ited  in  satisfaction  of  a  handler’s  re¬ 
stricted  obligation,  and  it  is  therefore  ap¬ 
propriate  that  these  shelled  filberts 
should  be  inspected  and  certified  and  the 
quality  be  comparable  to  that  of  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts.  The  proponent  testi¬ 
mony  indicates  that  the  services  of  the 
Federal-State  Inspection  Service  should 
be  utilized  for  this  inspection  and  certi¬ 
fication  since  this  agency  is  currently 
providing  inspection  service  imder  the 
order  and  there  should  be  no  problem 
in  providing  this  additional  service. 

(7)  Section  982.50(a)  should  be 
amended  to  permit  handlers  to  with¬ 
hold  shelled  filberts  (in  lieu  of  inshell 
filberts)  to  satisfy  restricted  obligations. 
Under  the  current  marketing  order  pro¬ 
visions,  when  a  handler  ships  a  quantity 
of  merchantable  filberts  (i.e.,  in^ell  fil¬ 
berts  that  meet  grade  and  size  regula¬ 
tions  imder  the  order)  into  the  domestic 
mai^et,  he  incurs  an  obligation  to  with¬ 


hold  a  specified  quantity  (weight)  of 
merchantable  filberts.  This  obligation 
may  be  satisfied  by  withholding  from 
handling  a  specified  quantity  of  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts,  or  in  lieu  of  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts,  by  withholding  from 
handling  an  equivalent  quantity  of  cred¬ 
itable  ungraded  inshell  filberts.  The  do¬ 
mestic  demand  for  inshell  filberts  is 
highly  seasonal,  and  is  the  greatest  dur¬ 
ing  the  fall  and  winter  holiday  season. 
Therefore,  the  largest  quantities  of  in¬ 
shell  filberts  are  shipped  during  the  last 
quarter  of  the  calendar  year.  Under  the 
current  order,  the  handler  must  with¬ 
hold  the  largest  quantity  of  inshell  fil¬ 
berts  during  that  part  of  the  year  in 
which  he  has  the  greatest  need  for  avail¬ 
ability  of  inshell  nuts.  At  the  same  time 
handlers  are  making  shipments  of  in¬ 
shell  filberts,  many  of  them  are  active  in 
the  shelled  filbert  market,  thereby  mak¬ 
ing  it  desirable  and  necessary  for  them 
to  have  quantities  of  shelled  filberts  in 
inventory. 

Permitting  handlers  to  satisfy  their  re¬ 
stricted  obligations  by  setting  aside 
shelled  filberts  in  lieu  of  merchantable 
filberts  would  afford  handlers  the  maxi¬ 
mum  flexibility  in  responding  to  their  in¬ 
dividual  needs  for  both  inshell  and 
shelled  filberts. 

Since  merchantable  filberts  withheld 
by  handlers  must  be  inspected  and  certi¬ 
fied  as  meeting  the  requirements  of  Ore¬ 
gon  No.  1  grade  and  medium  size  (as  de¬ 
fined  in  the  Oregon  Grade  Standards  Fil¬ 
berts  In  Shell),  any  shelled  filberts  for 
which  a  handler  wishes  to  receive  credit 
in  satisfaction  of  his  restricted  obligation 
should  meet  some  grade  requirement. 
The  evidence  of  record  is  that  a  satis¬ 
factory  requirement  for  these  shelled 
filberts  would  be  a  requirement  that  they 
be  inspected  and  certified  as  meeting  the 
standard  in  effect  for  Oregon  No.  1  grade 
for  shelled  filberts  (as  contained  in  Ore¬ 
gon  Grade  Standards  for  Filbert  (Hazel¬ 
nut)  Kernels)  or  such  other  standards 
as  may  be  recommended  by  the  Board 
and  established  by  the  Secretary.  How¬ 
ever,  this  requirement  should  not  be  con¬ 
sidered  as  the  minimum  standard  for 
shelled  filberts  authorized  in  §  982.45(a) 
of  the  order. 

At  present,  filberts  withheld  from  han¬ 
dling  as  inshell  filberts  may  be  disposed 
of  by  handlers  by:  Shelling  the  fllbters 
exporting  them  (inshell  or  shelled) ;  or 
disposing  of  them  in  outlets  which  the 
Board  determines  are  noncompetitive 
with  normal  market  outlets  for  inshell 
filberts.  Most  filberts  which  are  with¬ 
held  in  satisfaction  of  restricted  obliga¬ 
tions  are  ultimately  shelled  and  sold  as 
filbert  kernels.  Thus,  permitting  handlers 
to  withhold  shelled  filberts  affords  them 
maximum  flexibility  in  their  operations. 

A  revision  in  wording  of  §  982.50(a) 
from  that  contained  in  the  notice  of 
hearing  is  included  in  the  recommended 
amendment  of  that  section.  This  would 
require  any  handler  who  intends  to  with¬ 
hold  shelled  filberts  in  order  to  satisfy 
a  restricted  obligation  to  declare  this  in¬ 
tention  to  the  Board  before  the  filberts 
are  shelled.  The  reason  for  this  revision 
is  to  make  it  dear  that  a  handler  could 


not  tender  a  quantity  of  certified  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts,  or  a  quantity  of  credit¬ 
able  imgraded  inshell  filberts,  to  satisfy 
a  withholding  obligation,  and  then  at  a 
later  time,  shell  these  nuts  and  tender 
the  kernels  obtained  from  that  lot  to 
again  satisfy  withholding  obligations, 
thus  obtaining  a  double  withholding 
credit  from  the  same  filberts. 

(8)  Section  982.51  of  the  order  should 
be  amended  to  provide  that  the  Board 
may  recommend,  and  the  Secretary  es¬ 
tablish,  any  terms  and  conditions  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  withholding,  in  lieu  of  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts,  by  handlers,  of  shelled 
filberts  in  satisfaction  of  restricted  obli¬ 
gations.  Section  982.51  should  also  con¬ 
tain  a  conversion  factor  for  determining 
the  inshell  equivalent  of  shelled  filberts 
and  the  authority  to  change  such  factor. 
This  amendment  is  needed  to  implement 
the  amendment  discussed  in  material  is¬ 
sue  (7)  of  this  recommended  decision. 

It  is  difficult  to  foresee  every  require¬ 
ment  which  may  heed  to  be  established 
and  included  in  the  administrative  rules 
and  regulations  to  control  the  withhold¬ 
ing  of  shelled  filberts,  in  lieu  of  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts,  to  satisfy  restricted 
obligations.  The  Board  may  need  to  pre¬ 
scribe:  A  time  period  during  which  han¬ 
dlers  would  be  permitted  to  use  this  au¬ 
thority;  adequate  identification  proce¬ 
dures;  requirements  governing  transfer 
of  restricted  credits  derived  from  shelled 
filberts;  and  maintenance  of  lot  iden¬ 
tification. 

Section  982.51  should  also  be  amended 
to  establish  a  weight  ratio,  or  equivalent 
weight  basis,  upon  which  shelled  filberts 
may  be  withheld,  in  lieu  of  merchantable 
filberts,  in  satisfaction  of  restricted  ob¬ 
ligations.  Proponent  testimony  indicated 
that  it  takes  aproximately  2Mt  pounds 
of  inshell  filberts  to  sdeld  1  poimd  of  fil¬ 
bert  kernels,  or  in  other  words,  multiply¬ 
ing  the  weight  of  a  quantity  of  filbert 
kernels  by  250  percent  results  in  approxi¬ 
mately  the  equivalent  of  that  quantity  as 
inshell  nuts.  This  ratio  is  generally  sup¬ 
ported  by  industry  experience,  although 
some  small  variances  may  occur  from  one 
season  to  the  next  and  from  one  lot 
to  another.  It  is  possible  that  this  ratio 
may  change  in  the  future  because  of 
such  things  as:  New  filbert  varieties; 
improved  cultural  practices;  or  improved 
processing  techniques.  Therefore,  the 
order  should  provide  that  the  equiva¬ 
lent  weight  basis  may  be  changed  upon 
recommendation  of  the  Board  with  the 
approval  of  the  Secretary. 

(9)  Section  982.54(a)  should  be 
amended  to  change  the  latest  date  to 
which  handlers  may  defer,  under  bond, 
withholding  of  filberts  in  satisfaction  of 
a  restricted  obligation.  Currently,  the 
latest  date  permitted  is  January  31.  This 
date  should  be  changed  to  April  30. 

In  years  when  a  large  crop  of  filberts 
is  produced,  handlers  generally  have 
large  quantities  of  field-run  filberts, 
which  they  intend  to  process,  in  storage 
containers  on  their  premises  in  January. 
With  January  31  as  the  latest  date  to 
which  handlers  may  defer  withholding, 
handlers  must  either  process  these  fil¬ 
berts  and  have  them  inspected  and  cer- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  4,  1975 


PROPOSED  RULES 


40839 


tilled  as  merchantable  filberts,  or  have 
the  creditable  weight  of  the  ungraded 
inshell  filberts  determined  by  the  Fed¬ 
eral-State  Inspection  Service,  in  order 
to  meet  their  restricted  obligations  after 
that  date. 

The  evidence  of  record  is  that  the 
January  31  deadline  date  is  impracti¬ 
cable  because  it  requires  handlers  to 
speed  up  processing  and  inspecting  which 
ordinarily  would  be  completed  by  April 
30.  The  proponents  testified  that  the 
latest  date  for  deferment  should  be  ex¬ 
tended  to  April  30.  Except  in  unusual 
circumstances,  most  filbert  handlers  tend 
to  complete  their  processing  and  ship¬ 
ping  operations  for  the  year 'shortly  be¬ 
fore  April  30.  Extending  the  deferment 
date  to  April  30  would  be  consistent 
with  the  intent  of  the  bonding  provision 
which  is  to  give  handlers  flexibility  in 
their  operations  with  respect  to  lap¬ 
ping  merchantable  filberts.  Therefore. 

§  982.54(a)  sho\dd  be  amended  to  pro¬ 
vide  this  later  date. 

The  notice  of  hearing  with  respect  to 
the  proposed  amendment  of  §  982.54(a) 
Included  only  the  change  in  the  date  of 
bonding  from  January  31  to  April  30. 
However,  at  the  hearing,  the  proponents 
offered  testimony  to  support  revising 
paragraph  (c)  of  §  982.54  to  provide  that 
the  bonding  rate  established  for  a  mar¬ 
keting  policy  year  should  remain  in  effect 
until  a  rate  is  established  for  the  subse¬ 
quent  marketing  poUcy  year. 

Section  982.54(c)  of  the  order  does 
not  provide  that  the  bonding  rates  for 
the  preceding  year  should  continue  in 
effect  until  the  new  rates  are  fixed. 
Therefore,  a  sentence  should  be  added  to 
§  982.54(c)  reading,  “Until  bonding  rates 
for  a  marketing  policy  year  are  fixed,  the 
rates  in  effect  for  the  preceding  market¬ 
ing  policy  year  shall  continue  in  effect 
and  when  such  new  rates  are  fixed,  nec¬ 
essary  adjustments  should  be  made”. 

(10)  Section  982.65  should  be  amended 
to  require  each  handler  to  report  to  the 
Board,  within  10  days  following  the  end 
of  a  marketing  policy  year,  his  Inventory, 
of  inshell  and  shelled  filberts  as  of  the 
first  day  of  the  new  marketing  policy 
year. 

The  need  for  this  amendment  is  cre¬ 
ated  by  the  establishment  of  the  market¬ 
ing  policy  year  as  discussed  in  material 
Issue  (1)  of  this  recommended  decision. 

The  purpose  of  this  amendment  is  to 
enable  the  Board  to  collect  and  assemble 
Information  on  the  amount  of  filberts 
which  handlers  have  in  inventory  at  the 
beginning  of  a  marketing  policy  year. 
This  information  is  needed,  in  conjunc¬ 
tion  with  other  data,  by  the  Board  in 
order  to  make  the  necessary  estimates 
and  recommendations  for  the  annual 
marketing  policy  reqiiired  under  §  982.40 
of  the  order. 

Currently,  §  982.65  requires  handlers  to 
report  their  inventory  of  inshell  filberts 
and  shelled  filberts  as  of  January  1  and 
August  1.  Thus,  two  inventory  reports 
per  year  are  required.  Establishment  of 
a  marketing  policy  year  which  Is  a  differ¬ 
ent  period  of  time  from  the  fiscal  year 
(August  1-July  31)  contained  in  current 
S  982.17  would  require  a  third  inventory 


report.  It  is  not  intended  that  estabhsh- 
ment  of  a  marketing  policy  year  which  is 
identical  to  the  present  fi^al  year  would 
require  a  third  inventory  report. 

(11)  Some  of  the  amendatory  actions 
included  in  this  recommended  decision 
cause  the  need  to  make  certain  conform¬ 
ing  changes  so  that  the  order,  as 
amended,  will  be  in  conformity  with 
those  actions.  Ai^  such  changes  are  dis¬ 
cussed  with  the  issues  to  which  they  are 
pertinent.  All  such  changes  should  be 
incorporated  in  the  recommended 
amendment  of  the  order. 

Rulings  on  briefs  of  interested  persons. 
At  the  conclusion  of  the  hearing,  the  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  fixed  May  28, 
1975,  as  the  final  date  for  Interested  per¬ 
sons  to  file  proposed  findings  and  conclu¬ 
sions,  and  written  arguments  or  briefs, 
based  upon  the  evidence  received  at  the 
hearing.  No  briefs  were  filed.  ^ 
General  findings.  Upon  the  basis  of  the 
record,  it  is  found  that: 

(1)  The  findings  hereinafter  set  forth 
are  supplementary,  and  in  addition,  to 
the  previous  findings  and  determinations 
which  were  made  in  connection  with 
the  issuance  of  the  marketing  agreement 
and  order  and  each  previously  issued 
amendment  thereto.  Except  insofar  as 
such  findings  and  determinations  may 
be  in  confilct  with  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  set  forth  herein,  all  of  said 
prior  findings  and  determinations  are 
hereby  ratified  and  affirmed.  (For  prior 
findings  and  determinations  see  14  FR 
5964;  19  FR  1163;  24  FR  6185;  37  FR 
588); 

(2)  The  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  further  amended,  and  all  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act; 

(3)  The  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  further  amended,  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  filberts  grown  in  the  production 
area  in  the  same  manner  as.  and  are 
applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  respec¬ 
tive  classes  of  commercial  and  industrial 
activity  specified  in,  the  marketing 
agreement  and  order  upon  which  hear¬ 
ings  have  been  held; 

(4)  The  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  fmther  amended,  are  limited  in 
their  application  to  the  smallest  regional 
production  area  which  is  practicable, 
consistently  with  carrying  out  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  and  the  issuance 
of  several  orders  applicable  to  subdivi¬ 
sions  of  the  production  area  would  not 
effectively  carry  out  the  declared  policy 
of  the  act; 

(5)  There  are  no  differences  in  the 
production  and  marketing  of  filberts 
grown  in  the  production  area  which  make 
necessary  different  terms  and  provisions 
applicable  to  different  parts  of  such 
area;  and 

(6)  All  handling  of  filberts  grown  In 
the  production  area  as  defined  in  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
further  amended,  is  in  the  current  of 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  or  di¬ 


rectly  burdens,  obstructs,  or  affects  such 
commerce. 

Marketing  agreement  and  order.  An¬ 
nexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  hereof  are 
two  docmnents  entitled,  respectively, 
“Marketing  Agreement,  as  Amended, 
Regulating  the  Handling  of  Filberts 
Grown  in  Oregon  and  Washington”,  and 
“Order  Amending  the  Order,  as  Amend¬ 
ed,  Regulating  the  Handling  of  Filberts 
Grown  in  Oregon  and  Washington”, 
which  have  been  decided  upon  as  the  de¬ 
tailed  and  appropriate  means  of  effectu¬ 
ating  the  foregoing  conclusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  annexed  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
annexed  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Referendum  order.  It  is  hereby  di¬ 
rected  that  a  referendum  be  conducted 
in  accordance  with  the  procedure  for  the 
conduct  of  referenda  (7  CFR  900.400  et 
seq.),  to  determine  whether  the  issuance 
of  the  annexed  order  as  amended  and  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  filberts  grown  in  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Washington,  is  approved  or  fa¬ 
vored  by  producers,  as  defined  under  the 
terms  of  the  order  (as  amended  and  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended),  who 
during  the  representative  period  were  en¬ 
gaged  in  the  production  area  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  of  the  regulated  commodity  for 
market. 

The  representative  period  for  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  referendum  is  hereby  deter¬ 
mined  to  be  August  1,  1974,  through 
Julv  31, 1975. 

The  agents  of  the  Secretary  to  conduct 
such  referendum  are  hereby  designated 
to  be  Allan  E.  Henry,  Joseph  C.  Perrin, 
Dennis  L.  West,  and  William  J.  Higgins, 
of  the  Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division,  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Service. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  Au¬ 
gust  29, 1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Order  ‘  amending  the  order,  as 
amended,  regulating  the  handling  of  fil¬ 
berts  grown  in  Oregon  and  Washington. 

Findings  and  determinations.  The 
findings  and  determinations  hereinafter 
set  forth  are  supplementary  and  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  the  findings  and  determinations 
previously  made  In  connection  with  the 
Issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order  and  of 
the  previously  Issued  amendments  there¬ 
to;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings  and 
determinations  are  hereby  ratified  and 
affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  findings 
and  determinations  may  be  in  conflict 
with  the  findings  and  determinations  set 
forth  herein. 


^  This  order  shall  not  become  effective  un¬ 
less  and  until  the  requirements  of  §  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procediu^  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 
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(a)  Findings.  A  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  proposed  amendment  of  the  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  the  order  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  filberts  grown  in  Ore¬ 
gon  and  Washington  on  April  29,  1975, 
in  Portland,  Oregon.  The  hearing  was 
held  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Ag¬ 
ricultural  Marketing  Agreement  Act  of 
1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601  et  seq.) , 
and  the  appUcable  rules  of  practice  and 
procedure  (7  CPR  Part  900) . 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  record  it  is  found 
that: 

(1)  The  marketing  agreement  and  or¬ 
der,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  further  amended,  and  all  of  the 
terms  and  conditions  thereof,  will  tend 
to  effectuate  the  declared  policy  of  the 
act; 

(2)  The  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  further  amended,  regiilate 
the  handhng  of  filberts  grown  In  the  pro¬ 
duction  area  in  the  same  manner  as,  and 
are  applicable  only  to  persons  in  the  re¬ 
spective  classes  of  commercial  and  in¬ 
dustrial  activity  specified  in,  the  market¬ 
ing  agreement  and  order  upon  which 
hearings  have  been  held; 

(3)  The  marketing  agreement  and 
order,  as  amended,  and  as  hereby  pro¬ 
posed  to  be  further  amended,  are  limited 
in  their  application  to  the  smallest  re¬ 
gional  production  area  which  is  prac¬ 
ticable,  consistently  with  carrying  out 
the  declared  policy  of  the  act,  and  the 
issuance  of  several  orders  applicable  to 
subdivisions  of  the  production  area  would 
not  effectively  carry  out  the  declared 
policy  of  the  act; 

(4)  There  are  no  differences  in  the 
production  and  marketing  of  filberts 
grown  in  the  production  area  which 
make  necessary  different  terms  and  pro¬ 
visions  applicable  to  different  parts  of 
such  area;  and 

(5)  All  handling  of  filberts  grown  in 
the  production  area  as  defined  in  the 
marketing  agreement  and  order,  as 
amended,  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
fxirther  amended,  is  in  the  current  of 
Interstate  or  foreign  commerce  or  di¬ 
rectly  burdens,  obstructs,  or  affects  such 
commerce. 

Order  relative  to  handling.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the  effec¬ 
tive  date  hereof  the  handling  of  filberts 
grown  in  Oregon  and  Washington,  shall 
be  in  conformity  to  and  in  compliance 
with  the  terms  and  conditions  of  the 
order,  as  hereby  amended,  as  follows: 

The  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order,  amending 
the  order,  contained  in  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision  issued  by  the  Acting 
Administrator  on  July  15, 1975,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Fedcral  Register  on  July  18, 
1975  (40  FR  30277),  shall  be  and  are  the 
terms  and  provisions  of  this  order, 
amending  the  order,  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein. 

I.  Revise  §  982.16  to  read: 

§  98S.16  Iiuihdi  trade  demand. 

“laidwlT  trade  demand"  means  the 
quantity  of  inshdl  filberts  acquired  by 
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the  trade  from  all  handlers  during  a 
marketing  policy  year  for  distribution 
in  the  continental  United  States. 

2.  Revise  §  982.17  to  read: 

§  982.17  Fiscal  year  and  marketing 
policy  year.. 

(a)  “Fiscal  year”  means  the  12  months 
from  August  1  to  the  following  July  31, 
both  inclusive. 

(b)  “Marketing  policy  year”  means 
the  12  months  from  August  1  to  the  fol¬ 
lowing  July  31,  both  inclusive,  or  such 
other  period  of  time  as  may  be  recom¬ 
mended  by  the  Board  and  established  by 
the  Secretary. 

3.  Revise  §  982.40  to  read  as  follows: 

§  982.40  Board’s  estimates  and  recom¬ 
mendations. 

(a)  For  each  marketing  policy  year, 
the  Board  shall  hold  a  meeting  for  the 
purpose  of  recommending  to  the  Secre¬ 
tary  a  marketing  policy  for  that  year. 
The  recommendation  shall  Include  the 
following: 

(1)  Inshell  allocation,  (i)  The  Board’s 
estimate  of  the  quantity  of  merchant¬ 
able  filberts  or  available  supply  expected 
to  be  produced  that  year,  taking  into  con¬ 
sideration  an  adjustment  to  protect 
against  any  error  in  estimation  of  that 
production.  As  soon  as  practicable  after 
the  oflBcial  estimate  of  production  is  re¬ 
leased  in  November,  the  Board  shall,  if 
necessary,  meet  to  determine  if  a  change 
should  be  made  in  the  Board’s  estimate 
of  the  quantity  of  merchantable  filberts 
or  available  supply  expected  to  be  pro¬ 
duced. 

(ii)  The  Board’s  estimate  of  the  in¬ 
shell  handler  carryover  on  the  first  day 
of  the  marketing  policy  year,  segregated 
as  to  the  quantity  subject  to  regulation 
and  not  subject  to  regulation. 

(iii)  The  Board’s  recommendation,  if 
any,  for  handler  carryover  of  inshell  fil¬ 
berts  on  the  last  day  of  the  marketing 
policy  year,  which  may  be  available  for 
handling  as  inshell  filberts  thereafter. 

(iv)  The  Board’s  estimate  of  the  trade 
demand  for  inshell  filberts  for  that  year, 
taking  into  consideration  trade  carryover 
at  the  beginning  and  end  of  the  year,  im¬ 
ports,  prices,  prospective  shelled  filbert 
market  conditions  and  other  factors  af¬ 
fecting  trade  demand  for  Inshell  filberts 
during  the  year. 

(v)  The  Board’s  recommendation  as  to 
a  free  percentage  and  a  restricted  per¬ 
centage  to  be  established  for  that  year. 

(2)  Grade  and  size  regulations.  The 
Board  shall  review  the  grade  and  size 
regulations  in  effect  and  may  recommend 
modifications  thereof. 

(b)  Revisions.  At  any  time  prior  to 
February  15  of  any  year,  the  Board,  or 
two  or  more  handlers  who  during  the 
preceding  marketing  policy  year  (or  fiscal 
year,  when  appropriate)  handled  at  least 
10  percent  of  all  filberts  handled,  may 
recommend  to  the  Secretary  revision  in 
the  marketing  policy  for  that  year. 

4.  Revise  §  982.41  to  read: 


§  982.41  Free  and  restricted  percent¬ 
ages. 

Whenever  the  Secretary  finds,  on  the 
basis  of  the  Board’s  recommendation  or 
other  information,  that  limiting  the 
quantity  of  merchantable  filberts  which 
may  be  handled  during  a  marketing  pol¬ 
icy  year  would  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  act,  he  shall  establish 
a  free  percentage  or  increase  the  free 
percentage,  as  apphcable,  to  prescribe 
the  portion  of  those  filberts  which  may 
be  handled  as  inshell  filberts  and  a  re¬ 
stricted  percentage  to  prescribe  the  por¬ 
tion  that  must  be  withheld  from  such 
handling.  In  establishing  such  percent¬ 
ages  the  Secretary  shall  consider  the 
ratio  of  (a)  the  sum  of  the  estimated  in¬ 
shell  trade  demand  and,  when  applicable, 
the  inshell  handler  carryover  at  the  end 
of  the  year,  less  that  portion  of  the  in¬ 
shell  handler  carryover  at  the  beginning 
of  the  marketing  policy  year  not  subject 
to  regulation  to  lb)  the  estimated  sup¬ 
ply  of  merchantable  filberts  subject  to 
regulation  and  other  relevant  factors. 
Until  free  and  restricted  percentages  are 
established  by  the  Secretary  for  a  mar¬ 
keting  policy  year,  the  percentages  in 
effect  at  the  end  of  the  previous  year 
shall  be  applicable. 

5.  Revise  §  982.46  to  read: 

§  982.46  Inspection  and  certification. 

(a)  Before  or  upon  handling  any  fil¬ 
berts,  or  before  any  inshell  or  shelled  fil¬ 
berts  are  credited  (imder  §§  982.50  or 
982.51)  in  satisfaction  of  a  restricted  ob¬ 
ligation,  each  handler  shall,  at  his  own 
expense,  cause  such  filberts  to  be  in¬ 
spected  and  certified  by  the  Federal- 
State  Inspection  Service  as  meeting  the 
then  effective  grade  and  size  regulations 
or,  if  inshell  or  shelled  filberts  are  with¬ 
held  under  §  982.51,  the  applicable  re¬ 
quirements  specified  in  that  section.  The 
handler  obtaining  such  inspection  of  fil¬ 
berts  shall  cause  a  copy  of  the  certificate 
issued  by  such  inspection  service  appli¬ 
cable  to  such  filberts  to  be  furnished  to 
the  Board. 

(b)  All  filberts  so  inspected  and  certi¬ 
fied  shall  be  identified  by  seals,  stamps, 
tags,  or  other  identification  prescribed 
by  the  Board.  Such  identification  shall  be 
affixed  to  the  filbert  containers  by  the 
handler  under  direction  and  supervision 
of  the  Board  or  the  Federal-State  In¬ 
spection  Service,  and  shall  not  be  re¬ 
moved  or  altered  by  any  person  except  as 
directed  by  the  Board. 

(c)  Whenever  the  Board  determines 
that  the  length  of  time  in  storage  and 
conditions  of  storage  of  any  lot  of  cer¬ 
tified  merchantable  filberts  have  been  or 
are  such  as  to  normally  cause  deteriora¬ 
tion,  it  may  require  that  such  lot  of  fil¬ 
berts  be  reinspected  at  the  handler’s  ex¬ 
pense  prior  to  handling. 

6.  Revise  §  982.50  to  read: 

§  982.50  Restricted  obligation. 

(a)  17o  handler  sheOl  handle  inshell  fil¬ 
berts  unless  prior  to  or  upon  Shipment 
therstff.  he:  (1)  Has  withheld  from  han¬ 
dling  a  quantity,  by  weight,  of  certified 
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merchantable  filberts  determined  by  di¬ 
viding  the  quantity  handled,  or  to  be 
handled,  by  the  free  percentage  and  mul¬ 
tiplying  the  quotient  by  the  restricted 
percentage;  (2)  has  withheld  from  han¬ 
dling  an  equivalent  quantity  of  creditable 
ungraded  Inshell  filberts  under  §  982.51 

(a);  or  (3)  has  under  §  982.51(b),  de¬ 
clared  in  lieu  of  a  quantity  of  certified 
merchantable  filberts,  under  subpara¬ 
graph  (1)  of  this  paragraph,  the  equiva¬ 
lent  quantity,  by  weight  as  determined 
imder  that  section,  of  shelled  filberts  cer¬ 
tified  as  meeting  the  standards  in  effect 
for  Oregon  No.  1  grade  for  shelled  fil¬ 
berts  as  contained  in  Oregon  Grade 
Standards  for  Filbert  (Hazelnut)  Ker¬ 
nels  or  such  other  standards  as  may  be 
recommended  by  the  Board  and  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Secretary.  Any  handler  who 
intends  to  withhold  shelled  filberts  in 
satisfaction  of  a  restricted  obligation 
must  make  such  declaration  to  the  Board 
prior  to  shelling  any  such  filberts.  With¬ 
holding  may  be  temporarily  deferred  un¬ 
der  the  bonding  provisions  in  §  982.54. 
The  quantity  of  filberts  required  to  be 
withheld  sh^l  be  the  restricted  obliga¬ 
tion.  Certified  merchantable  filberts  han¬ 
dled  in  accordance  with  this  subpart  shall 
be  deemed  to  be  the  handler’s  quota  fixed 
by  the  Secretary  within  the  meaning  of 
section  8a(5)  of  the  Act. 

(b)  Inshell  filberts  withheld  by  a  han¬ 
dler  in  satisfaction  of  his  restricted  obli¬ 
gation  shall  not  be  handled  and  shall  be 
held  by  him  subject  to  examination  by 
and  accounting  control  of,  the  Board 
imtil  disposed  of  pursuant  to  this  part. 

(c)  A  handler  having  certified  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts  which  have  not  been 
handled  at  the  end  of  a  marketing  pol¬ 
icy  year  may  elect  to  have  those  filberts 
bear  the  restricted  and  assessment  obli¬ 
gations  of  that  year  or  of  the  marketing 
policy  year  in  which  handled.  The  Board 
shall  establish  such  procedures  as  are 
necessary  to  facilitate  the  administration 
of  this  option  among  handlers. 

(d)  Whenever  the  restricted  percent¬ 
age  for  a  marketing  policy  year  is  re¬ 
duced,  each  handler’s  restricted  obliga¬ 
tion  shall  be  reduced  to  conform  with 
the  new  restricted  percentage.  Any  han¬ 
dler  who,  upon  such  reduction,  is  with¬ 
holding  restricted  filberts  in  excess  of 
his  new  restricted  obligation  may  have 
the  excess  freed  from  withholding  by 
complying  with  such  procedures  as  the 
Board  may  require  to  insure  identifica¬ 
tion  of  the  remaining  filberts  withheld. 

7.  Revise  §  982.51  to  read: 

§  982.51  Restricted  credit  for  ungraded 
inshell  filberts  and  for  shelled  fil¬ 
berts. 

(a)  A  handler  may  withhold  imgraded 
Inshell  filberts  in  lieu  of  certified  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts  in  satisfaction  of  his 
restricted  obligation,  and  the  weight  on 
which  credit  may  be  received  shall  be  the 
total  weight  less  the  ciunulative  total 
percentage,  by  weight,  of  (1)  all  internal 
defects,  (2)  all  external  defects  in  excess 
of  10  percent  and  (3)  all  small-sized  fil¬ 
berts  in  excess  of  &  percent  (as  defined  in 
the  Oregon  Grade  Standards  Filberts  In 
Shell) .  Any  lot  of  rmgraded  filberts  hav¬ 


ing  a  creditable  weight  of  less  than  50 
percent  of  its  total  weight,  or  not  meet¬ 
ing  the  moisture  requirements  for  certi¬ 
fied  merchantable  filberts  shall  not  be 
eligible  for  credit.  All  determination  as 
to  defects  and  small-sized  filberts  shall 
be  made  by  the  Federal-State  Inspection 
Service  at  the  handler’s  expense.  Filberts 
so  withheld  shall  be  subject  to  the  appli¬ 
cable  requirements  of  §  982.50.  The  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  section  may  be  modified 
by  the  Secretary  on  the  basis  of  a  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Board  or  other  infor¬ 
mation. 

(b)  A  handler  may  withhold,  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  §  982.50(a)  shelled  filberts 
in  lieu  of  merchantable  filberts  in  satis¬ 
faction  of  his  restricted  obligation  sub¬ 
ject  to  such  terms  and  conditions  as  are 
recommended  by  the  Board  and  estab¬ 
lished  by  the  Secretary.  The  inshell 
equivalent  of  any  such  filberts  shall  be 
determined  by  multiplying  the  weight  of 
the  shelled  filberts  by  250  percent.  This 
percent  may  be  changed  upon  recom¬ 
mendation  of  the  Board  and  approval  of 
the  Secretary. 

8.  Revise  §  982.52  to  read: 

§  982.52  Disposition  of  restricted  fil¬ 
berts. 

Filberts  withheld  from  handling  as  in¬ 
shell  filberts  pursuant  to  §§  982.50  and 
982.51  may  be  disposed  of  as  follows: 

(a)  Shelling,  Any  handler  may  dispose 
of  such  filberts  by  shelling  them  under 
the  direction  or  supervision  of  the  Board 
or  by  delivering  them  to  an  authorized 
sheller.  Any  person  who  desires  to  be¬ 
come  an  authorized  sheller  in  any 
marketing  policy  year  may  submit 
written  application  during  such  year  to 
the  Board.  Such  application  shall  be 
granted  only  upon  condition  that  the  ap¬ 
plicant  agrees: 

(1)  To  use  such  restricted  filberts  as 
he  may  receive  for  no  purpose  other  than 
shelling; 

(2)  To  dispose  of  or  deliver  such  re¬ 
stricted  filberts,  as  Inshell  filberts,  to  no 
one  other  than  another  authorized 
sheller; 

(3)  To  comply  fully  with  all  laws  and 
regulations  applicable  to  shelling  of 
filberts;  and 

(4)  To  make  such  reports,  certified  to 
the  Board  and  to  the  Secretary  as  to 
their  correctness,  as  the  Board  may 
require. 

(b)  Export.  Sales  of  certified  mer¬ 
chantable  restricted  filberts  for  ship¬ 
ment  or  export  to  destination^^  outside 
the  continental  United  States  shall  be 
made  only  by  the  Board.  Any  handler 
desiring  to  exp>ort  any  part  or  all  of  his 
certified  merchantable  restricted  filberts 
shall  deliver  to  the  Board  the  certified 
merchantable  restricted  filberts  to  be  ex¬ 
ported,  but  the  Board  shsdl  be  obligated 
to  sell  in  export  only  such  quantities  for 
which  it  may  be  able  to  find  satisfactory 
export  outlets.  Any  filberts  so  delivered 
for  export  which  the  Board  is  unable  to 
export  shall  be  returned  to  the  handler 
delivering  them.  Sales  for  export  shall  be 
made  by  the  Board  only  on  execution  of 
an  agreement  to  prevent  reimportation 
into  the  continental  United  States.  A 


handler  may  be  permitted  to  act  as  agent 
of  the  Board,  upon  such  terms  and  con¬ 
ditions  as  the  Board  may  specify,  in 
negotiating  export  sales,  and  when  so 
acting  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  a  sell¬ 
ing  commission  of  five  percent  of  the 
export  sales  price,  f.o.b.  area  of 
production.  The  proceeds  of  all  export 
sales  after  deducting  all  expenses  actu¬ 
ally  and  necessarily  incurred,  shall  be 
paid  to  the  handler  whose  certified  mer¬ 
chantable  restricted  filberts  are  so  sold 
by  the  Board. 

(c)  Other  outlets.  In  addition  to  the 
dispositions  authorized  in  paragraphs 
(a)  and  (b)  of  this  section,  the  Board 
may  designate  such  other  outlets  into 
which  such  filberts  may  be  disposed 
which  it  determines  are  noncompetitive 
with  normal  market  outlets  for  inshell 
filberts.  Such  dispositions  shall  be  made 
under  the  direction  or  supervision  of  the 
Board. 

(d)  Restricted  credits.  During  any 
marketing  policy  year,  handlers  who  dis¬ 
pose  of  a  quantity  of  certified  merchant¬ 
able  filberts,  in  restricted  outlets,  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  their  restricted  obligation,  may 
transfer  such  excess  credits  to  another 
handler  or  handlers.  Upon  a  handler’s 
written  request  to  the  Board  during  a 
marketing  policy  year,  the  Board  shall 
transfer  any  or  all  of  such  excess  re¬ 
stricted  credits  to  such  other  handler  or 
handlers  as  he  may  designate.  The 
Board,  with' the  approval  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary,  shall  establish  rules  and  regulations 
for  the  transfer  of  excess  restricted 
ci;|edits. 

Revise  §  982.54  to  read: 

§  982.54  Deferment  of  restricted  obliga- 

^  tion. 

(a)  Bonding.  Compliance  by  any 
handler  with  the  requirements  of  §  982.50 
as  to  the  time  when  restricted  filberts 
shall  be  withheld  shall  be  temporarily 
deferred  to  any  date  desired  by  the 
handler,  but  not  later  than  April  30  of 
the  marketing  policy  year,  upon  the  vol- 
U'iitary  execution  and  delivery  by  such 
handler  to  the  Board,  before  he  handles 
any  merchantable  filberts  of  such 
marketing  policy  year,  of  a  written 
imdertaking,  secured  by  a  bond  or  bonds 
with  a  siurety  or  sureties  acceptable  to 
the  Board,  that  on  or  prior  to  such  date 
he  will  have  fully  satisfied  his  restricted 
obligation  required  by  S  982.50. 

(b)  Bonding  reguirement.  Such  bond 
or  bonds  shall,  at  all  times  during  their 
effective  period,  be  in  such  amounts  that 
the  aggregate  thereof  shall  be  no  less 
than  the  total  bonding  value  of  the 
handler’s  deferred  restricted  obligation. 
The  bonding  value  shall  be  the  deferred 
restricted  obligation  poundage  bearing 
the  lowest  bonding  rate  or  rates,  which 
could  have  been  selected  from  the  packs 
handled  or  certified  for  handling,  multi¬ 
plied  by  the  applicable  bonding  rate.  The 
cost  of  such  bond  or  bonds  shall  be  borne 
by  the  handler  filing  same. 

(c)  Bonding  rate.  Said  bonding  rate 
for  each  pack  shall  be  an  amount  per 
pound  representing  the  season’s  domestic 
price  for  such  pack  net  to  handler  f.o.b. 
shipping  point  which  shall  be  computed 
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at  the  opening  price  for  such  pack  an- 
noimced  by  the  handler  or  handlers  who 
during  the  preceding  marketing  policy 
year  handled  more  than  50  percent  of 
the  merchantable  filberts  handled  by  all 
handlers.  Such  handler  or  handlers  shall 
be  selected  in  the  order  of  volume 
handled  in  the  preceding  marketing 
policy  year  (or  fiscal  year,  4f  applicable) 
using  the  minimmn  number  of  handlers 
to  represent  a  volume  of  more  than  50 
percent  of  the  total  volmne  handled.  If 
such  opening  prices  involve  different 
prices  announced  by  two  or  more  han¬ 
dlers  for  respective  packs,  the  price  so 
announced  shall  be  averaged  on  the 
basis  of  the  quantity  of  such  packs 
handled  during  the  preceding  marketing 
policy  year  (or  fiscal  year,  if  applicable) 
by  each  such  handler.  Until  bonding 
rates  for  a  marketing  policy  year  are 
fixed,  the  rates  in  effect  for  the  preced¬ 
ing  marketing  policy  year  (or  fiscal  year, 
if  applicable)  shall  continue  in  effect  and 
when  such  new  rates  are  fixed,  necessary 
adjustments  should  be  made. 

(d)  Filbert  purchases.  Any  sums  col¬ 
lected  through  default  of  a  handler  on 
his  bond  shall  be  used  by  the  Board  to 
purchase  from  handlers,  as  provided  in 
this  paragraph,  a  quantity  of  certified 
merchantable  filberts  on  which  the  re¬ 
stricted  obligation  has  been  met,  not  to 
exceed  the  total  qxiantity  represented  by 
the  sums  collect^.  The  Board  shall  at 
all  times  pmchase  the  lowest  priced 
packs  offered,  and  the  purchases  shall  be 
made  from  the  various  handlers  as 
nearly  as  practicable  in  proportion  to  the 
quantity  of  their  respective  offerings  of 
the  pack  or  packs  to  be  purchased. 

(e)  Unexpended  sums.  Any  imex- 
pended  sums,  which  have  been  collected 
by  the  Board  through  default  of  a 
handler  on  his  bond,  remaining  in  the 
possession  of  the  Board  at  the  end  of  a. 
marketing  policy  year  shall  be  used  to* 
reimburse  the  Board  for  its  expenses,  in¬ 
cluding  administrative  and  other  costs 
Incurred  in  the  collection  of  such  sums, 
and  in  the  piirchase  of  filberts  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (d)  of  this  section. 
Any  balance  remaining  after  reimburse¬ 
ment  of  such  expenses  shall  be  dis- 
tiibuted  among  all  handlers  in  propor¬ 
tion  to  the  quantity  of  certified  mer¬ 
chantable  filberts  handled  by  them  dm- 
ing  the  marketing  policy  year  in  which 
the  default  occurred. 


10.  Revise  §  982.65  to  read: 

§  982.65  Carryover  reports. 

On  or  before  January  15  and  August  5, 
of  each  year  and  within  10  days  following 
the  end  of  a  marketing  policy  year,  re¬ 
spectively,  each  handler  shall  report  to 
the  Board  his  inventory  of  inshell  and 
shelled  filberts  as  of  January  1,  August  1, 
and  the  first  day  of  the  marketing  policy 
year,  respectively.  Such  reports  shall  be 
certified  to  the  Board  and  the  Secretary 
as  to  their  accuracy  and  completeness 
and  shall  show,  among  other  items,  the 
following:  (a)  Certified  merchantable 
filberts  on  which  the  restricted  obligation 
has  been  met;  (b)  merchantable  filberts 
on  which  the  restricted  obligation  has 
not  been  met;  (c)  the  merchantable 
equivalent  of  any  filberts  intended  for 
handling  as  inshell  filberts;  and  (d)  re¬ 
stricted  filberts  withheld. 

11.  Revise  §  982.71  to  read: 

§  982.71  Records. 

Each  handler  shall  maintain  such  rec¬ 
ords  of  filberts  received,  held  and  dis¬ 
posed  of  by  him  as  may  be  prescribed 
by  the  Board  in  order  to  perform  its 
function  under  this  part.  Such  records 
shall  be  retained  and  be  available  for  ex¬ 
amination  by  authorized  representatives 
of  the  Board  or  the  Secretary  for  a  pe¬ 
riod  of  two  years  after  the  end  of  the 
marketing  policy  year  in  which  the 
transactions  occurred. 

12.  Revise  paragraph  (b)  (3)  of  §  982.80 
to  read  : 

§  982.80  Effective  time,  termination  or 
suspension. 

(b)  *  *  • 

(3)  The  Secretary  shall  terminate  the 
provisions  of  this  subpart  at  the  end  of 
any  marketing  policy  year  whenever  he 
finds  that  such  termination  is  favored  by 
a  majority  of  the  producers  of  filberts 
who  during  the  preceding  marketing 
policy  year  (or  fiscal  year,  if  applicable) 
have  been  engaged  in  the  production  for 
marketing  of  filberts  in  the  States  of 
Oregon  and  Washington:  Provided,  That, 
such  majority  have  during  such  period 
produced  for  market  more  than  50  per¬ 
cent  of  the  voliune  of  such  filberts  pro¬ 


duced  for  market  within  said  States;  but 
such  termination  shall  be  effected  only 
if  announced  30  days  or  more  before  the 
end  of  the  then  current  marketing  policy 
year. 

•  *  *  *  • 

(FR  Doc.75-23444  PUed  9-3-75:8:46  am] 


[7CFRPart989] 

RAISINS  PRODUCED  FROM  GRAPES 
GROWN  IN  CALIFORNIA 

Proposal  To  Designate  Desirable  Free 
Tonnage  for  Natural  Thompson  Seed¬ 
less,  Dipped  Seedless,  and  Zante  Cur¬ 
rant  Raisins  and  Export  Outlets  .for  Re¬ 
serve  Tonnage  Raisins 

Notice  is  given  of  a  proposal  to:  Des¬ 
ignate  a  desirable  free  tonnage  for  natu¬ 
ral  Thompson  Seedless,  Dipped  Seedless, 
and  Zante  Currant  raisins  of  148,000, 
5,620,  and  2,850  tons,  respectively,  winch 
would  be  made  available  as  free  tonnage 
of  those  varietal  types  of  raisins  during 
the  1975-76  crop  year;  and  revise  the  list 
of  coimtries  to  which  sale  of  reserve  ton¬ 
nage  raisins  may  be  made  so  that  it 
would  apply  to  reserve  raisins  of  any 
varietal  type.  Currently,  the  list  applies 
only  to  natural  Thompson  Seedless  rais¬ 
ins.  This  action  would  be  in  accordance 
with  the  marketing  agreement,  as 
amended,  and  Order  No.  989,  as  amended 
(7  CPR  Part  989),  hereinafter  referred 
to  collectively  as  the  “order”,  regulating 
the  handling  of  raisins  produced  from 
grapes  grown  in  California.  The  order  is 
effective  vmder  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended 
(7  U.S.C.  601-674).  The  proposal  was 
unanimously  recommended  by  the  Raisin 
Administrative  Committee. 

The  Committee’s  recommendation  with 
respect  to  desirable  free  tonnage  is  under 
§  989.54  of  the  order  and  is  based  on  its 
review  of  shipment  data,  inventory  data, 
and  other  matters,  relating  to  a  desirable 
free  tonnage  for  natural  Thompson 
Seedless,  Dipped  Seedless,  and  Zante 
(Currant  raisins,  for  the  1976-76  crop 
year.  The  recommendation  with  respect 
to  a  Ust  of  countries  to  which  sale  of  re¬ 
serve  tonnage  raisins  may  be  made  is 
under  §  989.67(c). 

The  proposed  desirable  free  tonnages 
are  based  upon  the  following  estimates : 


Natoral  condltioatons 


(f)  Transfer  of  filbert  purchases.  Ph- 
berts  purch^ed  as  provided  in  this  sec¬ 
tion  shall  be  tiimed  over  to  those  han¬ 
dlers  who  have  defaulted  on  their  bonds 
for  disposal  by  them  as  restricted  filberts. 
The  quantity  delivered  to  each  handler 
shall  be  that  quantity  represented  by  the 
sums  collected  through  default,  and  the 
different  grades,  if  any,  shall  be  appor¬ 
tioned  among  the  various  handlers  on 
the  basis  of  the  ratio  of  the  quantity  of 
filberts  to  be  delivered  to  each  handler 
to  the  total  qiiantity  purchased  by  the 
Board  with  bonding  funds. 

‘(g)  Collection  upon  bonds.  Collection 
upemaxty  defaulted  bond  shall  be  deemed 
a  aatisfaettom  of  the  restricted  c^Ugation 
represented  by  the  collection. 


It«in  Natural  Dipped  Zanto 

Thompson  seedless  currants 
seedless 


1.  Free  tonnage  demand . . . . . 

160,000 

20,000 

6,760 

760 

2,637 

600 

170,000 

7,600 

3,137 

22;000 

1,880 

287 

i.  Desirable  free  tonnage 71...'.. . . 

148,000 

6,620 

2,880 

At  present,  the  list  of  cotmtries  to 
which  sale  in  export  of  reserve  tonnage 
raisins  may  be  made  by  handlers  is  con¬ 
tained  in  §  989.221  of  Subpart — Supple¬ 
mentary  Regulations  (7  CTR  §  989.201- 
989.230  ;  40  FR  4417,  31739) .  The  list  now 
is  applicable  only  to  sale  of  reserve 
raisins  of  the  nattiral  Thompson  Seedless 
varietal  type.  It  is  proposed  that  §  989.221 


be  amended  to  make  it  applicable  to  all 
reserve  tonnage  raisins  without  regard  to 
varietal  type. 

Consideration  will  be  given  to  any  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  or  arguments  pertaining 
to  the  proposal  which  are  received  by  the 
HearW  Clerk,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Room  112,  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20250,  not  later 
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than  September  19, 1975.  All  written  sub¬ 
missions  should  be  Ih  quadruplicate  and 
will  be  made  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  at  the  office  of  the  Hearing  Clerk 
during  regular  business  hours  (7  CFR 
1.27(b)). 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  inflationary  impacts  of  this  proposed 
regulation  have  been  carefully  evaluated 
in  accordance  with  OMB  Circular  A-107. 

Hated:  August  29. 1975. 

Charles  R.  Brader, 
Deputy  Director, 
Fruit  and  Vegetable  Division. 

[FR  Doc.76-23442  FUed  9-3-76; 8:45  am] 


[7CFRPart  1046] 

[Docket  No.  AO-123-A42] 

MILK  IN  THE  LOUISVILLE-LEXINGTON- 
EVANSVILLE  MARKETING  AREA 

Decision  on  Proptosed  Amendments  to 
Marketing  Agreement  and  to  Order 

A  public  hearing  was  held  upon  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  marketing 
agre^ent  and  the  order  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Louisville-Lex- 
ington-Evansville  marketing  area.  The 
hearing  was  held,  pursuant  to  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  Agricultural  Marketing 
Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7 
U.S.C.  601  et  seq.y,  and  the  applicable 
rules  of  practice  (7  CFR  Part  900),  at 
Louisville.  Kentucky,  on  December  18. 
1974,  pursuant  to  notice  thereof  issued 
November  29,  1974  (39  FR  41986) . 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  the  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  the  Associate  Administrator  on 
Jiuie  30,  1975,  filed  with  the  Hearing 
Clerk.  United  States  Department  of 
Agriculture,  his  recommended  decision 
containing  notice  of  the  opportunity  to 
file  written  exceptions  thereto. 

The  material  Issues,  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  rulings,  and  general  findings  of 
the  recommended  decision  are  hereby 
approved  and  adopted  and  are  set  forth 
in  full  herein,  subject  to  the  following 
modifications: 

1.  Under  *T.  Pool  plant  qualifica¬ 
tions — (a)  Automatic  pool  status  in 
March-August  for  a  country  plant  that 
qualified  as  a  pool  plant  each  month  In 
the  preceding  September-Pebruary.”, 
the  third  paragraph  Is  changed  and  five 
paragraphs  are  added  Immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  last  paragraph. 

2.  Under  “1.  Pool  plant  qualifica¬ 
tions — (b)  Elimination  of  automatic 
pooling  for  a  country  plant  operated  by 
a  cooperative.”,  the  first  and  third  para¬ 
graphs  are  changed,  two  paragraphs  are 
added  immediately  following  the  fifth 
paragraph,  and  the  sixth  paragraph  Is 
deleted. 

3.  Under  “2.  Diversion  of  producer 
milk.”,  six  paragraphs  are  added  Im¬ 
mediately  following  the  16th  paragraph. 

4.  Under  “3.  Partial  pasmients  to  pro¬ 
ducers  and  cooperatives.”,  the  first, 
eighth,  tenth,  twelfth,  and  thirteenth 
paragraphs  are  changed;  and  single 
paragraphs  are  added  Immediately  fol¬ 
lowing  the  eighth,  tenth,  and  sixteenth 
paragraphs. 


The  material  issues  on  the  record  re¬ 
late  to: 

1.  Pocd  plant  qualifications. 

2.  Diversion  of  producw  milk. 

3.  Partial  payments  to  producers  and  co¬ 
operatives. 

Findings  and  Conclusions 

The  following  findings  and  conclusions 
on  the  material  issues  are  based  on  evi¬ 
dence  presented  at  the  hearing  and  the 
record  thereof : 

1.  Pool  plant  Qualifications,  (a)  Auto- 
matic  pool  status  in  March-August  for  a 
country  plant  that  qualified  as  a  pool 
plant  each  month  in  the  preceding  Sep- 
tember-February.  The  provision  provid¬ 
ing  automatic  pooling  status  during  the 
flush  production  months,  for  supply 
plants  which  met  the  specified  perform¬ 
ance  standards  in  each  of  the  short 
production  months,  should  be  retained. 
However,  the  months  of  September 
through  February  should  be  substituted 
for  the  present  October  through  March 
qualifying  period  for  automatic  pooling 
status  In  other  months. 

The  order  now  provides  that  a  supply 
plant  may  qualify  as  a  pool  plant  By  spe¬ 
cific  performance  in  any  month.  During 
the  months  of  October  through  March 
shlmnents  of  at  least  50  percent  of  dairy 
farm  receipts  must  be  made  to  city  (dis¬ 
tributing)  plants.  In  the  months  of  April 
through  September  a  40  percent  ship¬ 
ment  is  required.  Under  the  automatic 
pooling  provision,  a  plant  that  qualified 
in  each  month  of  the  preceding  October- 
March  period  need  ship  no  milk  in  Aprll- 
September  to  be  pooled  in  these  months. 

A  cooperative’s  proposal,  which  was 
supported  by  a  second  cooperative,  would 
eliminate  automatic  pooling  and  condi¬ 
tion  the  pooling  of  a  supply  plant  on  per¬ 
formance  each  month.  Proponent  con¬ 
tended  there  is  no  need  for  automatic 
pooling  of  supply  plants  in  the  market 
because  distributing  plants  can  be  ade¬ 
quately  supplied  with  milk  shipped 
directly  from  dairy  farms. 

The  cooperative  alleged  that  the  op¬ 
erator  of  &e  supply  plant,  which  began 
(derating  in  October  1974,  was  attempt¬ 
ing  to  take  advantage  of  the  automatic 
pooling  provision  to  facilitate  pooling  a 
supply  of  milk  that  would  be  used  pri¬ 
mal^  for  manufacturing.  The  supply 
plant  operator  denied  any  intent  to  ex¬ 
ploit  the  pool.  He  stated  that  milk  associ¬ 
ated  with  the  supply  plant  is  and  would 
be  available  to  distributing  plants  and 
that  substantial  quantities  of  the  supply 
plant’s  dairy  farm  receipts  were  being 
shipped  to  distributing  plants.  In  No¬ 
vember  1974,  70  percent  of  the  supply 
plant’s  milk  was  shipped  to  a  distributing 
plant. 

The  supply  plant  operator  (a  proprie¬ 
tary  handler)  and  other  handlers  op¬ 
posed  the  cooperative’s  proposal.  They 
contended  that  elimination  of  automatic 
pooling  would  force  a  supply  plant  op¬ 
erator  to  make  uneconomic  movements 
of  milk  to  qualify  it  for  pooling  in  the 
mcmths  of  heavy  production.  The  opera¬ 
tor  of  the  distributing  plant  that  receives 
milk  from  the  supply  plant  contended 
that  he  depends  on  the  supply  plant  as 


a  dependable  source  of  supply  for  his 
Class  I  needs. 

Provisions  for  pooling  supply  plants 
and  for  automatic  pooling  of  such  plants 
in  certain  months  are  customarily  in¬ 
cluded  in  Federal  milk  orders.  Such  pro¬ 
visions  allow  a  distributing  plant,  oper¬ 
ator  to  elect  whether  to  receive  his  milk 
supply  directly  from  producers’  farms 
and/or  from  supply  plants.  A  distribut¬ 
ing  plant  operator  may  utilize  supply 
plant  milk  as  his  sole  source  of  supply  or 
to  meet  his  plant’s  supplemental  needs. 

Even  though  a  supply  plant  may  not  be 
needed  to  accommodate  the  orderly 
movement  of  milk  to  the  market  from 
farms  in  the  immediate  production  area, 
such  a  plant  may  be  needed  for  the  as¬ 
sembly  and  movement  of  milk  from  alter¬ 
native  supply  sources.  To  this  end,  it  is 
essential  that  the  order  recognize  the  role 
of  supply  plants  in  a  marketing  system 
and  present  the  conditions  for  pooling 
such  plants. 

It  is  probable  that  the  demand  for  milk 
from  a  supply  plant  would  vary  season¬ 
ally  and  would  be  greatest  during  the 
season  of  lowest  production.  This  would 
be  particularly  true  in  situations  where 
handlers  using  supply  plant  milk  were 
receiving  part  of  their  supply  direct  from 
producers’  farms.  During  the  months  of 
fiush  production,  supplies  of  milk  re¬ 
ceived  directly  at  fluid  processing  plants 
in  the  market  might  be  sufficient  to 
supply  their  Class  I  requirements.  If  this 
were  the  case,  it  would  be  more  economi¬ 
cal  to  leave  the  more  distant  milk  in  the 
coimtry  for  manufacturing  and  utilize 
the  nearby  milk  for  Class  I  use.  Perform¬ 
ance  standards  under  Uie  order  should 
not  force  milk  to  be  transported  to  dis¬ 
tributing  plants  during  the  flush  produc¬ 
tion  months  for  the  single  purpose  of 
maintaining  eligibility  for  pooling. 

September-February  should  replace 
October-March  as  the  qualifying  period 
for  a  supply  plant  to  earn  automatic 
pooling  in  the  following  months  of  sea¬ 
sonally  higher  production.  As  adopted  in 
this  declson,  such  change  gives  appro¬ 
priate  consideration  to  the  current  sea¬ 
sonality  of  production  for  the  market. 
September-February  is  the  6-month  pe¬ 
riod  when  milk  production  is  substan¬ 
tially  lower  relative  to  demand  than  in 
the  remaining  months  of  the  year.  In 
September  1973  through  February  1974, 
the  most  recent  such  6-m(mth  period  for 
which  data  were  available  at  the  hearing. 
Class  I  utilization  of  producer  milk  was 
81  percent.  In  the  following  6  months, 
March-August  1974,  'the  comparable 
Class  I  utilization  percentage  was  64 
percent. 

March,  which  is  replaced  with  Septem¬ 
ber  as  a  qualif3ring  month  for  automatic 
pooling,  is  now  a  month  of  relatively  high 
production  relative  to  demand.  For  the 
yearn  1972,  1973,  and  1974,  Class  I  utili¬ 
zation  of  producer  milk  in  March  aver¬ 
aged  70  percent,  a  percentage  generally 
representative  of  that  in  the  months  of 
seasonally  high  production  for  the 
market. 

The  September  Class  I  utilization  of 
producer  milk  averaged  81  percent  for 
1972,  1973,  and  1974.  This  is  the  same 
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as  the  Class  I  utilization  for  the  6-month  Cooperatives’  exceptions  claimed  that  to  a  plant  that  qualified  for  pooling  as  a 
period  of  seasonally  low  production.  It  pooling  milk  through  a  supply  plant  in  balancing  plant  in  the  preceding  October 
4s  therefore  appropriate  that  September  the  LoulsvUle-Lexlngton-Evansville  mar-  through  February  should  not  be  discon- 
be  included  in  the  6-month  qualifying  ket  results  in  the  uneconomic  handling  of  tinned. 

period  for  a  supply  plant  to  qualify  for  milk.  While  it  may  be  true  .that  a  co-  The  order  now  provides  for  pooling  as  a 
automatic  pooling  in  the  subsequent  flush  operative’s  member  milk  can  be  supplied  balancing  plant  a  cou'  itry  plant  operated 
production  months.  most  efiBciently  from  the  farm  to  distrib-  by  a  cooperative  in  any  month  that  two- 

The  proposal  to  require  a  supply  plant  uting  plants,  the  statement  may  not  be  thirds  or  more  of  its  producer  member 
to  ship  50  percent  of  its  receipts  to  dis-  valid  for  a  handler  seekii^  an  alternative  milk  is  delivered  to  pool  plants  of  other 
tributing  plants  to  qualify  for  pooling  source  of  supply.  handlers,  either  directly  from  the  mem- 

in  any  month  is  denied.  In  view  of  the  Cooperatives  are  concerned  that  a  sup-  bers’  farms  or  by  transfer  from  the  co¬ 
variation  in  Class  I  utilization  as  between  ply  plant  with  automatic  pooling  status  operative’s  plant.  A  plant  that  so  quali- 
the  short  production  and  flush  produc-  could  attach  to  the  pool  additional  sup-  fled  in  October  through  February  there- 
tion  months  there  is  no  demonstrated  plies  of  milk  included  solely  for  manufac-  by  obtains  automatic  pool  plant  status 
need  for  more  stringent  shipping  require-  turing  uses  and  reduce  the  blend  price  of  for  the  following  March  through  Septem- 
ments  in  the  flush  production  months,  producers  regularly  supplying  the  mar-  ber. 

The  present  40  percent  shipping  require-  ket’s  Class  I  needs.  The  order  changes  A  cooperative  that  operates  the  only 
ment  for  pooling  in  April-September  adopted  in  this  decision  provide  appro-  balancing  plant  in  the  market  proposed 
(which  woiild  apply  during  March-  priate  safeguards  against  diluting  re-  elimination  of  automatic  pooling  for 
Aug\ist  as  adopted  herein)  is  adequate  to  turns  to  the  market’s  regular  producers  such  a  plant.  A  second  cooperative  sup- 
establish  a  supply  plant’s  association  in  the  event  a  supply  plant  attains  ported  the  proposal, 
with  the  fluid  market  during  the  months  automatic  pooling  status  in  March-  The'  cooperative’s  balancing  plant, 
when  milk  production  is  greatest  relative  August,  which  is  located  in  the  city  of  Louisville, 

to  CHass  I  use.  One  cooperative's  exception  proposed  provides  a  means  whereby  handlers  may 

According  automatic  pool  status  to  a  that  a  more  restrictive  basis  than  pro-  adjust  their  receipts  each  day  to  flt  their 
qualifled  supply  plant  recognizes  the  vided  in  the  recommended  decision  be  bottling  needs  and  at  the  same  time  have 
plant’s  role  in  facilitating  the  disposi-  adopted  for  pooling  the  milk  of  dairy  assurance  that  milk  will  be  available  for 
tion  of  its  dairy  farmer  receipts  in  the  farmers  delivering  to  a  supply  plant  with  fluid  use  as  needed, 
months  of  heavy  production.  Such  plant’s  automatic  pooling  status.  As  proposed  by  A  bottling  plant  that  receives  milk  by 
dairy  farmer  receipts  normally  would  be  exceptor,  the  milk  of  a  dairy  farmer  direct  delivery  from  the  farms  of  desig- 
from  its  regular  patrons,  those  who  had  delivering  to  a  supply  plant  with  auto-  nated  producer  members  of  the  coopera- 
delivered  to  the  plant  during  the  preced-  matic  pooling  status  would  be  pooled  only  tive  may  accept  part  or  none  of  such 
Ing  September-February  and  established  if  such  dairy  farmer’s  total  production  in  deliveries  on  any  day.  The  total  deliveries 
their  bona  flde  association  with  the  fluid  the  preceding  September-February  was  of  such  producers  on  the  days  the  bot- 
market.  delivered  to  the  same  supply  plant.  The  tling  plant  is  not  operated,  and  the 

Under  present  order  provisions,  how-  cooperative  also  proposed,  as  an  alter-  amount  in  excess  of  its  Class  I  needs  on 
ever,  a  supply  plant  that  has  automatic  native,  that  at  least  120  days  of  a  dairy  other  days,  may  be  received  at  the  co- 
pooling  in  March-August  could  attach  farmer’s  production  be  delivered  to  a  pool  operative’s  plant.  Thus,  its  basic  function 
to  the  p(X)l  in  those  months  additional  plant  in  the  preceding  September-Febru-  is  as  an  assembly  point  for  producer  milk 
supplies  of  milk  without  an  established  ary  to  qualify  a  dairy  farmer’s  milk  for  not  needed  by  handlers,  which  generally 
assoctation  with  the  market  and  intended  pooling  imder  the  order  during  the  must  be  disposed  of  to  nonpool  plants, 
solely  for  manufacturing  use.  This  would  March-August  period.  However,  milk  in  storage  at  the  plant  is 

result  in  an  unwarranted  reduction  in  Milk  from  the  same  farm  is  frequently  available  to  meet  handlers’  unantici- 
relums  te  those  established  producers  delivered  on  different  days  to  two  or  more  pated  requirements  on  short  notice, 
who  are  the  regular  suppliers  of  the  mar-  pool  plants  during  the  month.  Also,  it  is  ’The  cooperative  that  proposed  elimi- 

ket’s  fluid  needs.  not  uncommon  for  producers  (partic-  nating  the  automatic  pooling  presently 

To  preserve  the  integrity  of  regulation,  ularly  members  of  a  cooperative)  to  ship  provided  for  a  balancing  plant  excepted 
the  order  should  provide  a  safeguard  to  plants  imder  different  orders  during  to  the  conclusion  reached  in  the  recom- 
against  the  possibility  of  such  exploita-  the  year.  In  this  circmnstance,  it  would  mended  decision  to  adopt  such  proposal, 
tion  of  the  pool.  It  was  suggested  at  the  be  imreasonable  to  provide  that  a  dairy  Exceptor  held  that  since  its  proposal  to 
hearing  that  milk  to  be  pooled  in  March-  farmer’s  deliveries  in  March-August  to  a  eliminate  automatic  pooling  during  the 
August  by  a  supply  plant  with  automatic  pool  supply  plant  (with  automatic  pool-  flush  months  for  a  supply  plant  that  had 
pool  status  be  limited  to  the  milk  of  those  ing)  be  pooled  only  if  he  delivered  his  qualifled  during  other  months  on  the  ba- 
dairy  farmers  whose  total  production  was  total  production  in  the  preceding  Sep-  sis  of  its  shipments  to  pool  distributing 
pooled  at  the  supply  plant  in  the  preced-  tember-February  to  the  same  plant.  plants  was  denied,  the  automatic  pooling 

ing  September-February.  Such  a  strin-  A  requirement,  as  provided  in  this  deci-  provision  applicable  to  its  balancing  plant 
gent  measure  is  not  necessary  to  prevent  sion,  that  at  least  60  days  of  a  dairy  should  likewise  not  be  removed  from  the 
the  pooling  of  that  milk  without  an  es-  farmer’s  production  must  have  been  order. 

tablished  association  with  the  market.  delivered  to  a  pool  plant  in  the  preceding  The  cooperative  has  not  needed  the 

Under  conditions  in  this  market,  it  is  September-February  to  pool  his  deliveries  automatic  pooling  provision  to  qualify  its 
appropriate  to  require  that  milk  pooled  to  a  supply  plant  (with  automatic  pool-  balancing  plant  for  pooling.  Neither  is  it 
by  a  supply  plant  during  the  months  ing)  in  March-August  will  clearly  estab-  apparent  that  the  provision  has  been  uti- 
when  it  has  automatic  pool  status  be  lish  a  dairy  farmer’s  association  with  the  lized  to  exploit  the  pool.  Moreover,  there 
limited  to  receipts  from  dairy  farmers  fluid  market  and  hence  his  right  to  share  is  no  current  or  prospective  marketing 
who  had  at  least  60  days’  production  in  the  pool  proceeds.  The  exceptor’s  pro-  situation  that  removal  of  the  automatic 
pooled  under  the  Louisville-Lexington-  posal  to  require  the  delivery  of  at  least  pooling  provision  is  intended  to  correct. 
Evansville  order  in  the  preceding  Sep-  120  days’  production  (instead  of  60  days)  In  view  of  the  above  and  of  the  opposition 
tember-February.  Receipts  at  a  supply  to  a  pool  plant  in  the  preceding  Septem-  to  its  removal  from  the  order  by  the 
plant  ix)oled  on  the  basis  of  its  acquired  ber-February  to  pool  a  dairy  farmer’s  cooperative  that  Initially  proposed  dis- 
automatic  status,  other  than  from  pro-  deliveries  in  the  automatic  p(x>ling  continuance  of  automatic  pooling  for  a 
ducers,  would  be  other  source  milk  and  months  would  be  unduly  restrictive  and  balancing  plant,  no  action  should  be 
would  not  be  pooled.  Milk  from  dairy  could  be  a  deterrent  to  continuing  taken  on  that  proposal  on  the  basis  of 
farmers  not  previous  associated  with  orderly  marketing.  this  record. 

the  market  would,  of  course,  be  pooled  in  (b)  Elimination  of  automatic  pooling  2.  Diversion  of  producer  milk.  During 
any  month  that  the  supply  plant  met  the  for  a  country  plant  operated  by  a  co-  the  months  of  March  through  Augrust  a 
shipping  requirements  for  pool  plant  sta-  operative.  The  according  of  automatic  producer  should  be  required  to  deliver  at 
tus  for  such  month.  pool  plant  status  in  subsequent  months  least  2  days’  production  (one  delivery  for 
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a  producer  on  every-other-day  pickup) 
to  a  pool  plant  during  the  month  to 
qualify  any  remainder  of  his  monthly 
production  for  pooling  as  milk  diverted 
to  a  nonpool  plant.  In  September-Peb- 
ruary,  monthly  diversions  of  a  producer’s 
milk  to  a  nonpool  plant  should  not  ex¬ 
ceed  22  days’  production  (11  every-other- 
day  pickups). 

The  present  order  limits  diversion  of  a 
producer’s  milk  to  nonpool  plants  to  22 
days  in  October,  November,  January,  and 
February.  There  are  no  limits  on  diver¬ 
sions  to  nonpool  plants  in  other  months. 

A  cooperative  proposed  that  a  producer 
be  required  to  deliver  to  pool  plants  dur¬ 
ing  the  month  20  days’  production  in 
September-Pebruary  and  10  days’  pro¬ 
duction  in  March-August  to  qualify  his 
remaining  monthly  production  for  diver¬ 
sion  to  nonpool  plants.  It  also  proposed 
that  a  cooperative  be  allowed  to  divert  to 
nonpool  plants  the  total  monthly  pro¬ 
duction  of  individual  producers  in 
March-August  if  the  cooperative’s  total 
milk  so  diverted  is  not  more  than  one- 
third  of  its  total  producer  milk  for  the 
month.  This  option  would  likewise  apply 
to  a  proprietary  handler  for  his  non¬ 
member  milk. 

Another  cooperative  proposed  that  at 
least  4  days  in  September-Pebruary  and 
2  days  in  March-August  of  a  producer’s 
monthly  production  be  delivered  to  a  pool 
plant  to  qualify  his  remaining  produc¬ 
tion  for  diversion  to  a  nonpool  plant. 

The  cooperatives  contended  that  pres¬ 
ent  provisions  (unlimited  diversions  to 
nonpool  plants  in  March  through  Sep¬ 
tember  and  in  December,  and  diversion 
of  22  days’  production  in  October, 
November.  January,  and  February)  pro¬ 
vide  a  means  for  handlers  to  associate 
with  the  market  milk  intended  primarily 
for  manufacturing  purposes  to  the  detri¬ 
ment  of  producers  who  regularly  supply 
the  market  and  on  whom  the  market  de¬ 
pends  for  its  Class  I  needs.  ’They  urged 
the  adoption  of  substantial  delivery  re¬ 
quirements  to  deter  this  result. 

The  cooperative  that  proposed  requir¬ 
ing  the  delivery  to  a  pool  plant  of  at  least 
4  days  of  a  producer’s  monthly  produc¬ 
tion  to  establish  diversion  eligibility 
for  his  remaining  monthly  production  in 
September-Pebruary  claimed  that'  such 
requirement  would  be  adequate  to  dem¬ 
onstrate  that  the  milk  was  available  for 
fluid  use  and  was  associated  with  the 
market.  However,  there  was  no  showing 
that  any  purpose  would  be  served  by 
adopting  a  lesser  standard  than  is  now 
provided  in  the  order  for  the  months 
of  seasonally  low  production. 

Proprietary  pool  .plant  operators  op¬ 
posed  changing  the  diversion  provisions. 
One  opposed  not  only  the  proposed  di¬ 
version  limitations,  but  also  the  addition 
of  September  and  December  to  the  desig¬ 
nated  months  during  which  diversion 
limits  are  more  restrictive  than  in  other 
months.  He  contended  that  adoption 
of  the  cooperative’s  proposals  would 
cause  numerous  dairy  farmers  to  lose 
pool  status  for  their  milk,  particularly 
in  December,  when  schools  are  closed 
for  12  days.  He  also  contended  that 
September,  because  It  is  a  stimmer 


month,  should  not  be  included  in  the 
designated  months  in  which  the  more  re¬ 
strictive  diversion  liihits  are  applicable. 

A  handler  who  operates  a  pool  distrib¬ 
uting  plant  and  a  separate  plant  for  proc¬ 
essing  milk  into  Class  H  products  op¬ 
posed  the  proposed  limits  on  diversions 
to  nonpool  plants.  He  contended  that 
their  adoption  would  force  him  to  receive 
milk  needed  for  Cflass  H  uses  at  his  pool 
plant  and  then  transfer  it  to  his  other 
plant,  rather  than  diverting  it  to  such 
plant  as  he  is  generally  able  to  do  under 
the  present  order. 

A  supply  plant  operator  stated  that  the 
cooperatives’  proposed  limitations  on 
diversions  to  nonpool  plants  were  puni¬ 
tive  in  effect  and  would  negate  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  the  diversion  provisions. 

The  diversion  provisions  are  provided 
to  implement  the  efficient  handling  of 
the  market’s  milk  supply  in  excess  of 
handlers’  immediate  requirements.  Be¬ 
cause  of  variations  in  market  needs  and 
in  production,  the  milk  of  each  producer 
may  not  be  needed  every  day  for  process¬ 
ing  as  fluid  milk  at  the  plant  to  which  it 
is  customarily  delivered.  It  is  necessary, 
however,  that  there  be  a  reserve  of  quali¬ 
fied  milk  available  for  the  fluctuating 
needs  of  handlers  serving  the  market. 
When  milk  of  any  dairy  farmer  regularly 
supplying  the  market  is  not  needed  at 
the  plant  to  which  it  is  usually  shipped, 
it  can  be  handled  most  economically  by 
diversion  directly  from  the  farm  to  non¬ 
pool,  manufacturing  plants. 

In  October,  November,  January,  and 
February,  when  diversion  of  a  producer’s 
milk  to  a  nonpool  plant  may  not  exceed 
22  days  (11  days  in  the  case  of  every- 
other-day  delivery) ,  at  least  8  days’  pro¬ 
duction  in  a  30-day  month  would  be 
delivered  to  a  pool  plant.  To  replace  this 
standard  with  a  requirement  that  20  days 
of  a  producer’s  monthly  production  in 
the  fall  and  winter  months  must  be  de¬ 
livered  to  pool  plants,  as  proposed  by  one 
cooperative,  would  be  a  deterrent  to  ef¬ 
ficient  handling  of  that  milk  in  excess  of 
handlers’  needs. 

In  March-August,  it  is  reasonable  to 
require  that  2  days’  production  of  a  pro¬ 
ducer  be  physically  received  at  a  plant 
in  any  mon^  that  his  milk  is  diverted 
to  a  nonpool  plant.  This  requirement 
will  provide  a  means  for  establishing 
that  milk  of  individual  dairy  farmers  re¬ 
ported  as  diverted  producer  milk  is  asso¬ 
ciated  with  the  market  and  is,  in  fact, 
milk  which  is  qualified  for  fluid  use.  With 
the  flexibility  that  this  provides,  in 
March-August  there  is  no  need  to  pro¬ 
vide  an  optional  method  of  computing 
allowable  diversions  based  on  aggregate 
milk  deliveries. 

Both  proponents  of  diversion  provi¬ 
sions  different  from  those  now  in  the 
order  proposed  that  the  more  stringent 
limits  be  applicable  for  September- 
Pebruary  rather  than  for  the  4  months 
now  specified.  The  months  of  September- 
Pebruary  are  the  months  when  produc¬ 
tion  is  lowest  relative  to  Class  I  utiliza¬ 
tion.  It  is  therefore  appropriate  to  des¬ 
ignate  these  six  montiis  as  the  period  in 
which  the  diversion  of  milk  to  nonpool 


plants  is  more  limited  than  in  other 
months. 

’The  cooperatives’  concerns  are  directea 
to  the  possibility  that  proprietary  han¬ 
dlers  might  use  the  diversion  provisions 
as  a  means  of  associating  with  the  pool 
additional  milk  intended  solely  for  man¬ 
ufacturing  use.  While  this  could  possibly 
result,  it  is  not  practical  to  deal  with  such 
a  matter  without  more  specific  facts. 

Certainly  milk  which  is  not  available 
for  fluid  use  should  not  be  accorded  pool¬ 
ing  eligibility.  However,  it  is  not  apparent 
from  the  record  that  this  has  happened. 
Proponents  apparently  foresee  possible 
market  developments  which  they  believe 
could  be  detrimental  to  their  Interest. 
’Through  a  cooperative’s  balancing  plant, 
it  has  flexibility  not  available  to  proprie¬ 
tary  handlers  for  marketing  its  mem¬ 
bers’  milk.  It  would  not  be  appropriate 
to  adopt  restrictive  requirements  which 
could  deter  the  efficient  handling  of  the 
market’s  total  supply. 

The  operator  of  a  supply  plant  should 
be  iJermitted  to  divert  only  to  nonpool 
plants  and  such  diversions  should  be  in¬ 
cluded  as  a  receipt  at  the  supply  plant 
in  determining  its  pool  status.  'Ilie  order 
now  specifies  that  milk  may  be  diverted 
from  a  pool  plant  to  another  pool  plant 
on  any  number  of  days  in  any  month. 
However,  since  a  supply  plant’s  pooling 
status  is  determined  on  ^e  basis  of  its 
transfers  to  distributing  plants,  it  would 
not  be  practicable  for  a  supply  plant  to 
move  milk  to  pool  plants  by  diversion. 
No  useful  purpose  therefore  is  served  by 
providing  diversion  privileges  to  pool 
plants  for  a  supply  plant. 

A  cooperative  excepted  to  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision’s  providing  that  the 
operator  of  a  supply  plant  may  divert 
only  to  nonpool  plants.  It  claimed  that 
the  decision  had  not  given  appropriate 
consideration  to  a  practice  in  the  market 
of  moving  milk  from  the  farms  of  pro¬ 
ducers  assigned  to  a  supply  plant  as 
diverted  milk  to  pool  distributing  plants. 

The  operator  of  a  pool  distributing 
plant  has  the  responsibility  of  account¬ 
ing  for  the  total  quantity  of  milk  deliv¬ 
ered  directly  to  his  plant  from  producers’ 
farms  (Including  milk  from  those  pro¬ 
ducers  otherwise  assigned  to  a  supply 
plant) .  In  this  circumstance,  it  is  appro¬ 
priate  that  such  milk  be  accoimted  for 
as  producer  milk  received  at  the  pool 
dlstribi.ting  plant  instead  of  as  diverted 
milk  from  the  supply  plant. 

Another  cooperative  exception  to  the 
recommended  decision  would  exclude  De¬ 
cember  from  the  “short  production 
months”  when  diversion  of  a  producer’s 
milk  for  the  month  is  limited  to  22  days 
(11  days  in  the  case  of  every-other-day 
deliveries)  during  the  month.  Although 
Class  I  sales  in  December  are  adversely 
affected  because  of  school  closings  and 
reduced  demand  during  the  holiday  sea¬ 
son,  December  production  relative  to  de¬ 
mand  is  significantly  less  than  in  the 
months  of  sea'k>nally  high  production 
and  is  more  in  line  with  the  other  months 
,of  the  year  when  diversion  is  limited  to 
22  days  during  the  month. 

In  excepting  to  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision’s  diversion  limits,  the  cooperative 
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reiterated  its  position  presented  at  the 
hearing  in  xirging  that  its  own  proposed 
limits  be  adopted.  That  position  was  fully 
considered  ta  formulating  the  recom¬ 
mended  decision’s  findings  which,  ex¬ 
cept  as  noted  above,  are  adopted  herein. 

The  exceptor  complained  Uiat  the  rec- 
(Hnmended  decision  did  not  include  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  as  to  why  a 
proposed  alternative  method  for  com¬ 
puting  maximum  allowable  diversions  in 
the  fiush  production  months  was  not 
adopted.  (As  proposed,  a  producer’s  milk 
could  be  diverted  to  a  nonpool  plant  with¬ 
out  limit  in  March-August,  provided  the 
diverting  handler’s  total  diversions  to 
nonpool  plants  did  not  exceed  one-third 
of  his  producer  milk  for’ the  month.)  It 
claimed  that  failure  to  adopt  the  pro¬ 
posal  would  preclude  handlers  from 
achieving  maximum  efiBclency  in  dispos¬ 
ing  of  the  market’s  reserve  milk  supplies 
through  the  diversion  provisions. 

Under  the  diversion  limits  adopted,  a 
dairy  farmer  must  dehver  only  2  days’ 
production  to  a  pool  plant  to  divert  to  a 
nonpool  plant  any  remainder  of  his 
monthly  production  in  March  through 
August.  Providing  that  milk  of  certain 
producers  could  be  diverted  without 
meeting  this  minimal  delivery  require¬ 
ment  would  tend  to  defeat  the  purpose  of 
requiring  association  with  the  market  to 
establish  eligibility  for  diverting  milk. 

The  hearing  notice  stated  that  because 
some  proposals  applicable  to  diverted 
milk  would  be  considered,  the  point  of 
pricing  diverted  milk  would  also  be  con¬ 
sidered.  Diverted  milk  now  is  priced  at 
the  location  of  the  pool  plant  from  which 
diverted. 

A  pending  request  for  a  hearing  in¬ 
cludes  proposals  to  change  the  Cfiass  I 
price  and  location  adjustment  provisions 
of  the  order.  The  issue  of  the  location  at 
which  diverted  milk  is  priced  would  be 
more  appropriate  for  consideration  at 
such  a  hearing.  Accordingly,  no  action  is 
taken  with  respect  to  the  point  of  pricing 
diverted  milk  on  the  basis  of  this  pro¬ 
ceeding. 

3.  Partial  payments  to  producers  and 
cooperatives.  The  rate  at  which  partial 
pa3nnents  for  producer  milk  are  made 
should  be  changed  from  the  Class  m 
price  for  tiie  preceding  month  to  the 
weighted  average  price  for  the  preceding 
month,  but  not  less  than  the  Class  m 
price  for  the  preceding  month.  Also,  han¬ 
dlers  should  make  a  partial  pa3rment  at 
the  same  rate  for  milk  received  during 
the  first  15  days  of  the  month  from  a 
cooperative  bulk  tank  handler. 

’Ihe  present  order  requires  handlers  to 
pay  by  the  last  day  of  the  month  for  milk 
received  during  the  first  15  days  of  the 
month  from  producers  who  did  not  dis¬ 
continue  delivery  of  milk  to  such  han¬ 
dler  during  the  month.  The  rate  of  pay¬ 
ment  is  the  Class  lH  price  for  the  pre¬ 
ceding  month.  Payments  to  cooperatives 
authorized  to  collect  payment  for  their 
members  are  due  2  days  prior  to  the  last 
day  of  the  month. 

A  cooperative  proposed  that  handlers 
be  required  to  make  separate  partial  pay¬ 
ments  for  producer  milk  received  during 
each  of  the  first  two  10-day  delivery  pe¬ 


riods  of  the  month.  Under  their  proposal 
these  payments  to  individual  producers 
would  be  due  on  the  17th  and  27th  of 
the  month,  respectively,  at  90  percent 
of  the  prerious  month’s  weighted  aver¬ 
age  price,  and  to  cooperatives  collecting 
for  their  member  producers  at  least  2 
days  earlier.  Partial  payments  for  milk 
received  from  a  cooperative  bulk  tank 
handler  during  the  same  two  10-day  de¬ 
livery  periods  would  be  due  on  the  17th 
and  27th  days  of  the  month.  The  rate 
for  such  payments  would  be  the  same  as 
that  applicable  for  partial  payments  to 
producers. 

Proponent  cooperative’s  spokesman 
recognized  that  the  proposed  changes 
wo\ild  increase  handlers’  costs  for  milk, 
but  held  they  are  needed  to  improve  the 
cash  fiow  to  dairy  farmers.  He  con¬ 
tended  that  dairy  farmers,  faced  with 
increasing  production  costs  and  greater 
demands  for  cash  for  purchasing  items 
needed  to  continue  producing  milk, 
urgently  need  payment  for  thrir  milk  at 
a  higher  rate  and  at  more  frequent  in¬ 
tervals.  Higher  interest  rates  in  the  last 
two  years  were  cited  in  particular  as 
justifying  more  frequent  payments  to 
producers. 

The  proposed  partial  payment  rate  (90 
percent  of  the  previous  month’s  weighted 
average  price)  is  desirable,  the  coopera¬ 
tive  claimed,  because  it  would  increase 
the  amount  of  money  dairy  farmers 
would  receive  as  partial  payments.  Also, 
according  to  proponent’s  spokesman,  it 
would  reduce  the  risk  carried  by  pro¬ 
ducers  in  situations  where  a  handler  sud¬ 
denly  is  unable  to  pay  for  milk. 

At  the  hearing  another  cooperative 
proposed  that  the  partial  payment  rate 
be  either  90  percent  of  the  preceding 
month’s  uniform  price  or  the  Class  HI 
price  for  the  preceding  month,  whichever 
is  higher.  The  same  cooperative  opposed 
requiring  two  'partial  payments  based  on 
10-day  delivery  periods.  It  proposed  in¬ 
stead  that  the  present  single  partial  pay¬ 
ment  date  requirement  be  advanced 
three  days  and  be  paid  to  producers  who 
delivered  milk  to  handlers  at  least  20 
days  during,  the  month. 

The  cooperative’s  spokesman  argued 
that  the  higher  rate  is  necessary  to  more 
nearly  represent  the  actuar  value  of  the 
milk.  He  contended  that  the  present  par- 
tied  painnent  rate  is  disproportionate  to 
the  actual  value  of  the  milk  and  that  pro¬ 
ducers  should  receive  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  at  the  earliest  practicable  date. 
However,  this  cooperative  opposed  more 
frequent  partial  payments  on  the  basis 
that  it  would  impose  considerable  addi¬ 
tional  costs  on  all  parties  and  there¬ 
fore  would  not  be  advantageous  to  pro¬ 
ducers. 

The  Associate  Administrator  concluded 
that  the  partial  payment  rate  should  be 
increased  to  90  percent  of  the  previous 
month’s  weighted  average  price.  He  in¬ 
dicated  that  this  would  provide  pro¬ 
ducers  a  larger  portion  of  the  value  of 
their  milk  through  partial  payments. 
For  the  two  years  ending  November  1974, 
the  proposed  90  percent  rate  averaged 
8.9  cents  per  h\mdredweight  more  than 
the  actual  partial  payment  rate. 


In  their  exceptions,  cooperative  argued 
that  the  partial  payment  rate,  90  per¬ 
cent  of  the  previous  month’s  weighted 
average  price,  should  not  be  less  than 
the  previous  month’s  Class  IH  price. 
Since  the  intent  of  the  change  here 
adopted  is  to  obtain  an  increased  partial 
payment  rate,  it  is  appropriate  to  provide 
that  the  partial  payment  rate  be  not  less 
than  the  previous  month’s  Class  IH  price. 

Since  the  partial  payment  applies  only 
to  the  first  15  days’  deliveries  by  pro¬ 
ducers  who  had  not  discontinued  ship¬ 
ping  by  the  payment  date,  the  likelihood 
of  overpayment  will  not  be  significantly 
Increased.  ’The  record  provides  no  basis 
for  concluding  that  the  present  arrange¬ 
ment,  whereby  a  producer  must  not  have 
discontinued  delivery  of  milk  by  the  date 
partial  payment  is  made,  is  inappropri¬ 
ate.  Accordingly,  no  action  is  taken  to 
change  the  number  of  days  a  producer 
must  deliver  milk  to  a  handler  to  receive 
the  partial  payment. 

It  is  not  apparent  that  any  purpose 
would  be  served  by  advancing  by  three 
days  the  date  for  making  partial  pay¬ 
ments.  Although  such  a  modification  of 
the  proposal  was  suggested,  no  specific 
testimony  was  presented  to  Justify  such 
a  change. 

Adoption  of  the  requested  earlier  par¬ 
tial  pavment  date  could  result  in  a  han¬ 
dler  having  insufficient  time  to  determine 
which  producers  were  eligible  to  receive  a 
partial  pavment.  In  fact,  handlers  might 
not  receive  the  information  needed  in 
time  to  make  such  determination  before 
the  partial  payment  was  due.  ’This  could 
result  in  cases  of  overpaym^ts  to  pro¬ 
ducers  who  had  left  the  market  during 
the  month,  which  overpayments  the  han¬ 
dler  likely  could  not  recover.  For  this 
reason.  It  is  not  practicable  to  advance 
the  partial  payment  date. 

Milk  that  a  cooperative  delivers  to 
plants  of  other  handlers  in  its  capacity 
as  a  bulk  tank  handler  is  direct-shipped 
from  producers’  farms  to  the  handlers’ 
plants.  Under  the  present  order  the  plant 
operator  is  required  to  pay  the  coopera¬ 
tive  at  the  applicable  class  prices  for 
such  milk  by  the  10th  day  of  the  follow¬ 
ing  month.  Since  milk  so  received  at  a 
plant  is  essentially  the  same  as  milk  that 
the  plant  operator  receives  directly  from 
dairy  farmers  for  his  own  account,  the 
order  should  require  handlers  to  make  a 
partial  payment  for  such  milk  received 
during  the  first  15  days  of  the  month. 
Otherwise,  to  the  extent  that  a  plant 
operator  receives  his  milk  supply  through 
a  cooperative  bulk  tank  hanffier,  he  en¬ 
joys  a  competitive  advantage  over  other 
handlers  that  receive  their  milk  as  pro¬ 
ducer  milk  for  which  a  partial  payment 
is  required. 

As  herein  provided,  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  rate  adc^ted  will  exclude  the  ef¬ 
fect  of  the  takeout-pay  back  (Louisville) 
plan  money  on  the  imiform  price  in  the 
pay  back  months.  This  is  accomplished  by 
requiring  partial  payment  for  producer 
milk  deliveries  duri^  the  first  15  days 
of  the  month  at  90  percent  of  the  pre¬ 
vious  month’s  weighted  average  price 
In  August  through  March.  For  April 
through  July  the  rate  would  be  90  per- 
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cent  of  the  weighted  average  price  for 
the  preceding  month  less  the  Louisville 
plan  takeout  rate  for  the  current  month. 
Otherwise,  there  would  be  an  increased 
likelihood  that  the  actual  value  of  the 
milk  would  be  overstated  in  the  partial 
payments. 

There  was  no  specific  opposition  to 
requiring  90  percent  of  the  previous 
month’s  uniform  price  as  the  partial  pay¬ 
ment  rate.  Although  handlers  opposed 
changing  the  partial  payment  procediu'e, 
their  testimony  was  Erected  to  the  pro¬ 
posal  for  requiring  two  partial  pajunents. 

The  basis  of  handler  opposition  was 
that  the  reasons  cited  by  proponent  for 
needing  more  frequent  partial  payments 
reflect  general  business  conditions  fac¬ 
ing  handlers  and  producers  alike.  Han¬ 
dlers'  representatives  contended  the  or¬ 
der  shoiQd  not  be  changed  to  recognize 
producers’  problems  at  the  expense  of 
handlers. 

Handlers  claimed  that  two  partial  pay¬ 
ments  for  a  larger  volume  of  producer 
milk  at  a  higher  rate,  as  proposed,  would 
Increase  their  costs  for  milk.  In  addi¬ 
tion  to  requiring  more  frequent  cash  out¬ 
lays,  administrative  costs  related  to  mak¬ 
ing  more  frequent  payments  would  in¬ 
crease  as  well,  according  to  their  spokes¬ 
men.  They  also  contended  that  adoption 
of  the  proposal  would  impose  a  burden¬ 
some  time  schedule  on  handlers  during 
the  first  15  days  of  the  month,  and  would 
Increase  the  likelihood  of  overpayments 
to  producers  who  did  not  ship  milk  the 
entire  month. 

Providing  an  additional  advance  pay¬ 
ment  date  would,  as  opponents  indicated, 
increase  handlers*  co^  and  would  not  in 
any  way  change  the  total  monies  pro¬ 
ducers  would  receive  in  a  30-day  period. 

The  Milk  Industry  Foundation,  a  na¬ 
tional  trade  association  of  milk  proces¬ 
sors,  opposed  the  proposal  for  two  par¬ 
tial  payments  and  stated  that  its  adop¬ 
tion  would  result  in  added  costs  to  han¬ 
dlers.  It  took  the  position  that  any 
changes  to  be  made  in  payment  dates  or 
procedures  should  be  applicable  on  a  uni¬ 
form  basis  in  all  Federal  orders. 

Proponent  of  two  partial  payments 
took  exception  to  the  recommended  de¬ 
cision.  It  claimed  that  two  partial  pay¬ 
ments  are  Justified  because  such  provi¬ 
sion  is  included  in  the  three  Florida 
orders.  The  provisions  in  the  Florida 
orders  differ  substantially  from  those 
proposed  for  the  Louisville-Lexington- 
Evansvllle  order.  Moreover,  the  Florida 
orders’  partial  payment  provisions  were 
adopted  as  appropriate  under  the  con¬ 
ditions  peculiar  to  those  order  markets. 
The  existence  of  these  provisions  in  the 
Florida  orders  cannot  be  considered  a  ba¬ 
sis  for  including  them  in  the  Loulsville- 
Lexington-Evansville  order. 

The  increasing  risk  of  loss  of  money 
among  producers  through  handler  fail¬ 
ure  is  a  matter  of  concern.  However,  if 
a  second  advance  payment  is  desirable 
for  this  purpose,  it  is  clear  that  such 
procedure  would  be  helpful  in  other  or¬ 
ders  also.  The  added  cost  and  time  de¬ 
mands  Involved  are  a  significant  impedi¬ 
ment  to  adoption.  This  is  not  a  matter 
that  can  be  resolved  easily.  It  should  be 


explored  carefully  in  depth  and  in  con¬ 
junction  with  other  alternative  actions 
with  a  broader  segment  of  the  industry. 

Rttlinos  on  Proposed  Findings  and 
Conclusions 

Briefs  and  proposed  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions  were  filed  on  behalf  of  certain 
Interested  parties.  These  briefs,  proposed 
findings  and  conclusions  and  the  evi¬ 
dence  in  the  record  were  considered  in 
making  the  findings  and  conclusions  set 
forth  above.  To  the  extent  that  the  sug¬ 
gested  findings  and  conclusions  filed  by 
interested  parties  are  inconsistent  with 
the  findings  and  conclusions  set  forth 
herein,  the  requests  to  make  such  find¬ 
ings  or  reach  such  conclusions  are  de¬ 
nied  for  the  reasons  previously  stated  in 
this  decision. 

General  Findings 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  issued  amendments 
thereto:  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such 
findings  and  determinations  may  be  in 
conflict  with  the  findings  and  determi¬ 
nations  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  and  all  of  the  terms  and 
conditions  thereof,  will  tend  to  effectuate 
the  declared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(b)  The  parity  prices  of  milk  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act  are  not  reasonable  in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  market  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  marketing  area,  and  the 
minimum  prices  specified  in  the  tenta¬ 
tive  marketing  agreement  and  the  order, 
as  hereby  proposed  to  be  amended,  are 
such  prices  as  will  refiect  the  aforesaid 
factors,  insure  a  sufficient  quantity  of 
pure  and  wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the 
public  interest;  and 

(c)  The  tentative  marketing  agree¬ 
ment  and  the  order,  as  hereby  proposed 
to  be  amended,  will  regulate  the  han¬ 
dling  of  milk  in  the  same  manner  as. 
and  will  be  applicable  only  to  persons  in 
the  respective  classes  of  Industrial  and 
commercial  activity  specified  in,  a  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  upon  which  a  hearing 
has  been  held. 

Rulings  on  Exceptions 

In  arriving  at  the  findings  and  con¬ 
clusions,  and  the  regulatory  provisions 
of  this  decision,  each  of  the  exceptions 
received  was  carefully  and  fully  consid¬ 
ered  in  conjimction  with  the  record  evi¬ 
dence.  To  the  extent  that  the  findings 
and  conclusions,  and  the  regulatory  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  decision  are  at  variance 
with  any  of  the  exceptions,  such  excep¬ 
tions  are  hereby  overruled  for  the  rea¬ 
sons  previously  stated  in  this  decision. 

Marketing  Agreement  and  Order 

Annexed  hereto  and  made  a  part  here- 
of  are  two  documents,  a  MARKETINQ 


AGREEMENT  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk,  and  an  ORDER  amending  the 
order  regulating  the  handling  of  milk  in 
the  Louisvllle-Lexington-Evansville  mar¬ 
keting  area  which  have  been  decided 
upon  as  the  detailed  and  appropriate 
means  of  effectuating  the  foregoing  con¬ 
clusions. 

It  is  hereby  ordered.  That  this  entire 
decision,  except  the  attached  marketing 
agreement,  be  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  The  regulatory  provisions  of 
the  marketing  agreement  are  identical 
with  those  contained  in  the  order  as 
hereby  proposed  to  be  amended  by  the 
attached  order  which  is  published  with 
this  decision. 

Determination  of  Producer  Approval 

AND  Representative  Period 

June  1975  is  hereby  determined  to  be 
the  representative  period  for  the  purpose 
of  ascertaining  whether  the  issuance  of 
the  order,  as  amended  and  as  hereby 
proposed  to  be  amended,  regulating  the 
handling  of  milk  in  the  Louisville-Lex- 
ington-EvansvUle  marketing  area  is  ap¬ 
proved  or  favored  by  producers,  as  de¬ 
fined  under  the  terms  of  the  order  (as 
amended  and  as  hereby  proposed  to  be 
amended) ,  who  during  such  representa¬ 
tive  period  were  engaged  in  the  produc¬ 
tion  of  milk  for  sale  within  the  aforesaid 
marketing  area.^ 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  Au¬ 
gust  29,  1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 
Acting  Secretary. 

Order  ^  amending  the  order,  regulat¬ 
ing  the  handling  of  milk  in  the  Louis- 
ville-Lexington-Evansvllle  marketing 
area. 

Findings  and  Determinations 

The  findings  and  determinations  here¬ 
inafter  set  forth  are  supplementary  and 
in  addition  to  the  findings  and  deter¬ 
minations  previously  made  in  connection 
with  the  issuance  of  the  aforesaid  order 
and  of  the  previously  Issued  amendments 
thereto;  and  all  of  said  previous  findings 
and  determinations  are  hereby  ratified 
and  affirmed,  except  insofar  as  such  find¬ 
ings  and  determinations  may  be  in  con¬ 
flict  with  the  findings  and  determina¬ 
tions  set  forth  herein. 

(a)  Findings.  A  public  hearing  was  held 
upon  certain  proposed  admendents  to 
the  tentative  marketing  agreement  and 
to  the  order  regulating  the  handling 
of  milk  in  the  Louisville-Lexington- 
Evansville  marketing  area.  The  hearing 
was  held  pursuant  to  the  provisions  of 
the  Agricultural  Marketing  Agreement 
Act  of  1937,  as  amended  (7  U.S.C.  601 
cf  seq.) ,  and  the  applicable  rules  of  prac¬ 
tice  and  procedure  (7  CFR  Part  900). 

Upon  the  basis  of  the  evidence  intro¬ 
duced  at  such  hearing  and  the  record 
thereof,  it  is  found  that: 


iThls  order  shall  not  become  effective 
unless  and  until  the  requirements  of  t  900.14 
of  the  rules  of  practice  and  procedure  gov¬ 
erning  proceedings  to  formulate  marketing 
agreements  and  marketing  orders  have  been 
met. 
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( 1 )  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended, 
and  all  of  the  terms  and  conditions 
there<tf,  win  tend  to  effectuate  the  de¬ 
clared  policy  of  the  Act; 

(2)  The  parity  prices  of  milk,  as  de¬ 
termined  pursuant  to  section  2  of  the 
Act,  are  not  reasonable ‘in  view  of  the 
price  of  feeds,  available  supplies  of  feeds, 
and  other  economic  conditions  which 
affect  maiiiet  supply  and  demand  for 
milk  in  the  said  marketing  area,  and 
the  minimum  prices  specified  in  the 
order  as  hereby  amended,  are  such  prices 
as  will  reflect  the  aforesaid  factors,  in¬ 
sure  a  sufficient  quantity  of  pure  and 
wholesome  milk,  and  be  in  the  public  in¬ 
terest;  and 

(3)  The  said  order  as  hereby  amended 
regulates  the  handling  of  milk  in  the 
same  manner  as,  and  is  applicable  only 
to  persons  hi  the  respective  classes  of 
industrial  or  commercial  activity  is>ec- 
ified  in,  a  marketing  agreement  upon 
whi(ffi  a  healing  has  been  held. 

Order  relative  to  handiing.  It  is  there¬ 
fore  ordered  that  on  and  after  the  ef¬ 
fective  date  horeof  the  handling  of  milk 
in  the  LotjusyiUe-Lexington-Evansville 
markethig  area  shall  be  hi  conformity 
to  and  in  compliance  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  of  the  order,  as  amended,  and 
as  hereby  amoided,  as  follows ; 

Ihe  provisions  of  the  proposed  mar¬ 
keting  agreement  and  order  amending 
the  order  contained  in  the  recommended 
decision  issued  by  the  Associate  Admin¬ 
istrator  on  June  30,  1975,  and  published 
In  the  Federal  Register  on  July  7,  1975 
(40  FR  28465)  shall  be  and  are  the  terms 
and  provisions  of  this  order,  amending 
the  order,  and  are  set  forth  in  full  herein, 
subject  to  the  following  modifications 
in  §§  1046.7,  1046.12  and  1046.73. 

1.  In  8  1046.7,  paragraphs  (b)  and  (c) 
are  revised  as  follows: 

§  1046.7  Pool  plant. 

•  •  •  *  « 

(b)  A  country  plant  during  any  of  the 
months  of  September  through  February 
from  which  not  less  than  50  percent,  and 
during  other  months  not  less  than  40 
percent,  of  mfik  from  persons  described 
In  8  1046.12(a)(1)  and  from  handlers 
described  in  8  1046.9(c)  that  is  physical¬ 
ly  received  at,  or  diverted  from  such 
plant  pmsuant  to  8  1046.13,  is  transferred 
to  and  received  at  a  city  plant(s)  in  the 
form  of  nfllk  or  skim  milk. 

(c)  In  March  through  August  a  coun¬ 
try  plant  that  was  a  pool  plant  pursuant 
to  paragraph  (b)  of  this  section  each 
month  during  the  preceding  September 
through  February,  unless  the  operator 
of  such  plant  notifies  the  market  admin¬ 
istrator  in  writing  on  or  befcm  February 
15  of  withdrawal  of  the  plant  from  the 
pool  for  the  months  of  March  through 
August  next  foQowkig. 

•  V  *  •  •  « 

2.  In  8  1046.12,  paragraphs  (b)  (2)  and 
(3)  are  revised  and  a  new  paragraph 
(b)  (4)  is  added  as  foUowa: 


§  1046.12  Producer. 

*  •  *  •  * 

(b)  •  *  • 

(2)  Any  pers(xi  with  respect  to  milk 
produced  by  him  which  is  diverted  to  a 
pool  plant  from  an  other  order  plant  if 
the  other  order  designates  such  person 
as  a  producer  under  that  order  and  such 
milk  is  allocated  to  Class  n  or  Class  m 
utilization  pursuant  to  8  1046.44(a)  (8) 
(iii)  and  the  corresponding  step  of 
§  1046.44(b) ; 

(3)  Any  person  with  respect  to  milk 
produced  by  him  which  is  reported  as  di¬ 
verted  to  an  other  order  plant  if  any 
portion  of  such  person’s  milk  so  moved  is 
assigned  to  Class  I  under  the  provisions 
of  such  other  order;  and 

(4)  A  person  with  respect  to  any  milk 
produced  by  him  that  is  received  at  or 
diverted  from  a  coxmtry  plant  in  any 
month  of  March  through  August,  unless 
at  least  60  days’  production  from  the 
farm  of  such  person  was  producer  milk 
during  the  preceding  September  through 
February  or  unless  such  country  plant  is 
a  pool  plant  for  the  month  pursuant  to 
§  1046.7  (b)  or  (d). 

3.  In  8  1046.13,  paragrafdi  (c)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1646.13  Producer  milk. 

*  *  *  «  • 

(c)  Diverted  by  a  handler  from  a  pool 
plant  to  a  nonpool  plant  that  is  not  a 
producer-handler  plant,  subject  to  the 
following  conditions: 

(1)  Milk  so  diverted  shall  be  deemed 
to  have  been  received  at  the  pool  plant 
from  which  it  is  diverted; 

(2)  Not  less  than  2  days’  production 
of  a  producer  whose  milk  is  diverted  to 
a  nonpool  plant  is  physically  received  at 
a  pool  idant  during  the  month; 

(3)  Producer  milk  pmsuant  to  this 
paragraph  shall  not  include  the  milk  of 
any  person  during  September  through 
February  on  days  that  it  is  diverted  by 
a  handler  to  a  nonpool  plant  in  excess 
of  22  days  (11  days  in  the  case  of  every- 
other-day  delivery)  during  the  month; 
and 

•  •  •  •  * 

4.  In  8  1046.44,  paragraph  (a)  (7)  (v) 
and  (vi)  are  revised  and  a  new  paragrajffi 
(a)  (7)  (vii)  is  added  as  follows: 

§  1046.44  dassification  of  producer 
milk. 

•  •  •  ♦  * 

(a)  •  •  * 

(7)  •  •  • 

(v)  Receipts  of  reconstituted  skim 
milk  in  filled  milk  from  an  unregulated 
supply  plant  that  were  not  subtracted 
pmsuant  to  paragraph  (a)(2)  of  this 
section; 

(vi)  Receipts  of  reconstituted  skim 
milk  in  filled  milk  from  an  other  order 
plant  that  is  regulated  imder  any  Fed¬ 
eral  milk  order  providing  for  individual- 
handler  pooling,  to  the  extent  that  re- 
C(m8tituted  skim  milk  is  allocated  to 
Cflass  I  at  the  transferor-plant;  and 


(vii)  Receipts  of  milk  from  a  dairy 
farmer  described  in  8  1046.12(b)  (4) ; 

•  •  •  •  * 

5.  In  8  1046.60,  paragraph  (d)  is  re¬ 
vised  as  follows: 

§  1046.60  Handler's  value  of  milk  for 
computing  uniform  price. 

•  •  *  »  « 

(d)  Add  the  amount  obtained  from 
multiplying  the  difference  between  the 
Class  I  price  applicable  at  the  location 
of  the  pool  plant  and  the  Class  m  price 
by  the  himdredweight  of  skim  milk  and 
butterfat  subtracted  from  Class  I  pursu¬ 
ant  to  8  1046.44(a)  (7)  (i)  through  (iv) 
and  (vii)  and  the  corresponding  step  of 
8  1046.44(b) ,  excluding  receipts  of  bulk 
fluid  cream  products  from  an  other  order 
plant; 

*  •  •  *  * 

6.  In  §  1046.73,  paragraphs  (a)  and  (f) 
are  revised  as  follows : 

§  1046.73  Payments  to  producers  and  to 
cooperative  associations. 

*  •  •  •  • 

(a)  On  or  before  the  last  day  of  each 
month  for  milk  received  during  the  first 
15  days  of  the  month  fromsuch  producer 
who  has  not  discontinued  delivery  of  milk 
to  such  handler,  at  not  less  than  the 
applicable  rate  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(a)  (1)  and  (2)  of  this  section  without 
deductions  for  hauling: 

(1)  In  August  through  March,  the 
Class  in  price  for  the  preceding  month 
or  90  percent  of  the  weighted  average 
price  for  the  preceding  month,  which¬ 
ever  is  higher;  and 

(2)  In  April  through  July,  the  Class 
m  price  for  the  preceding  month  or  90 
percent  of  the  weighted  average  price 
for  the  preceding  m(mth  minus  tiie  ap¬ 
plicable  rate  per  hundredweight  de¬ 
scribed  in  8  1046.61(g),  whichever  is 
higher. 

•  •  0  •  « 

(f)  Each  handler  shall  pay  to  the  co¬ 
operative  association  for  milk  received 
from  it  as  a  handler  described  in  8  1046.9 
(c)  as  follows: 

(1)  On  or  before  2  days  prior  to  the 
last  day  of  the  month  for  milk  received 
during  the  first  15  days  of  the  month, 
an  amouirt  computed  at  not  less  than 
the  applicable  rate  piunuant  to  para¬ 
graph  (a)  of  this  section;  and 

(2)  On  or  before  the  10th  day  of  the 
following  month  for  milk  received  during 
the  month  an  amount  computed  at  not 
less  than  the  value  of  such  milk  at  the 
minimiun  prices  for  milk  in  each  class, 
as  adjusted  by  the  butterfat  differential 
specified  in  8  1046.74,  that  are  applicable 
at  the  locatimi  of  the  receiving  handler’s 
po(d  plant,  less  the  payment  made  pursu¬ 
ant  to  paragraph  it)  (1)  of  this  section. 

tFR  DOC.75-2344S  Filed  »-6-75;8:46  am] 
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Office  of  the  Secretary 
[7CFR  Parti] 

PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974:  IMPLEMENTATION 
Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  De-' 
partment  of  Agriculture  (USDA)  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  Subpart  G  of  7  CFR 
Part  1  by  issuing  §1.123  (Specific  Ex¬ 
emptions)  of  its  relations  implement¬ 
ing  the  Privacy  Act  of  1974  (5  U.S.C. 
522a).  In  the  Notice  of  Proposed  Rule- 
making  proposing  the  addition  of  Sub¬ 
part  G  to  7  CFR  Part  1  (40  FR  32756) 
on  August  4,  1975,  this  section  was  re^ 
served.  It  was  also  reserved  in  the  final 
regulations  published  on  August  28,  1975 
(40  FR  39519) . 

On  those  dates  USDA  had  not  deter¬ 
mined  which  of  its  system  of  records 
were  to  be  exempted  from  certain  provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Privacy  Act  pursuant  to  5 
U.S.C.  552a(k).  This  determination  has 
now  been  made.  Therefore,  USDA  pro¬ 
poses  to  adopt  the  following  §  1.123  list¬ 
ing  all  systems  of  records  which  are  to  be 
so  exempted. 

Interested  persons  may  submit  writ¬ 
ten  comments  on  this  proposed  regula¬ 
tion  to;  Director,  research  and  Opera¬ 
tions  Division,  OiBce  of  the  General 
Counsel,  U.S.  Department  of  Agriculture, 
Washington,  D.C.  20250,  on  or  before 
September  19,  1975.  All  comments  sub¬ 
mitted  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  during  regular  business  hours  in 
Room  2321  of  the  South  Building,  USDA. 

This  regulation  is  proposed  under  the 
authority  of  5  U.S.C.  301, 552. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing,  it  is 
proposed  to  amend  Subpart  G  of  7  CFR 
Part  1  by  issuing  §  1.123  to  read  as  fol¬ 
lows:  , 

§  1.123  Specific  Exemptions. 

Pursuant  to  5  U.S.C.  552a(k) ,  the  sys¬ 
tems  of  records  (or  portions  thereof) 
maintained  by  agencies  of  USDA  identi¬ 
fied  below  are  exempted  from  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  5  U.S.C.  552a  (c)  (3) ,  (d) , 
(e)  (1) ,  (e)  (4)  (G) ,  (H)  and  (I) ,  and  (f) . 
The  reasons  for  exempting  each  system 
are  set  out  in  the  notice  for  that  system 
published  in  the  Fedebal  Register. 

AGBicuiiTtmAL  Stabilization  and 
Conservation  Service  ^ 

RRO  Complaints  and  Discrimination  In¬ 
vestigation  Reports,  USDA/ASCS-14. 

Investigation  and  Audit  Reports,  USDA  ' 
ASCS-20.  ^ 

Producer  Appeals,  USDA/ASCS-23. 

Animal  and  Plant  Health  Inspection 
Service 

Meat  and  Poultry  Inspection  Program — 
Slaughter,  Processing  and  Allied  Industrial 
Compliance  Records  System,  USDA/APHIS- 
1. 

Plant  Protection  and  Quarantine  Pro¬ 
grams  —  Regulatory  Violations,  USDA/ 
APHIS-2. 

Veterinary  Services  Programs — ^Records  of 
Accredited  Veterinarians,  USDA/APHIS-3. 

Veterinary  Services  Programs  —  Animal 
Quarantine  Regulatory  Actions,  USDA/ 
APHIS-4. 

Veterinary  Services  Programs  —  Animal 
Welfare  and  Horse  Protection  Regulatory 
Actions,  USDA/ APHIS-6. 


Farmers  Homs  Administbatiom 
Credit  Report  File,  USDA/FmHA-S. 

FocM>  and  Nutrition  Servicb 

Civil  Rights  Complaints  and  Investiga¬ 
tions,  USDA/FNS-l. 

Claims  Against  Food  Stamp  Recipients, 
USDA/FNS-3. 

Investigations  of  Fraud,  Iheft,  or  Other 
Unlawful  Activities  of  Individuals  Involving 
Food  Stamps,  USDA/FNS-6. 

Office  of  the  General  Counsel 
animal  and  plant  health  inspection 

DIVISION 

Cases  by  the  Department  under  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Meat  Inspection  Act,  the  Poultry  Prod¬ 
ucts  Inspection  Act,  and  the  voluntary  In¬ 
spection  and  certification  provisions  of  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  USDA/ 
OGC-8. 

Cases  by  the  Department  under  the  Horse 
Protection  Act  of  1970,  USDA/OGC-9. 

Cases  by  the  Department  under  the  Hu¬ 
mane  Methods  of  Livestock  Slaughter  law 
(l.e.,  the  Act  of  August  27,  1958),  USDA/ 
OGC-10. 

Cases  by  the  Department  under  the  Lab¬ 
oratory  Animal  Welfare  Ac.t,  USDA/OGC-11. 

Cases  by  the  Department  under  the  28 
Hour  Law,  as  amended,  USDA/OGC-12. 

Cases  by  the  Department  under  the  vari¬ 
ous  Animal  Quarantine  and  related  laws, 
USDA/OGC-13. 

Cases  by  the  Department  under  the  vari¬ 
ous  Plant  Protection  and  Quarantine  and 
related  laws,  USDA/OGC-14. 

community  development  DIVISION 

Community  Development  Division  Litiga¬ 
tion,  USDA/OGC-15. 

Farmers  Home  Administration  (FmHA) 
General  Case  Flies,  USDA/oac-16. 

FOOD  AND  NUTRITION  DIVISION 

Claims  by  and  against  USDA  Under  the 
Food  Assistance  Legislation,  USDA/OGC-17. 

Perishable  Agricultural  Commodities, 
USDA/OGC-ie. 

foreign  agriculture  and  commodity 

STABILIZATION  DIVISION 

Agricultural  Stabilization  and  Conserva¬ 
tion  Service  (ASCS),  Foreign  Agricultural 
Service  (FAS),  and  Commodity  Credit  Cor¬ 
poration  Cases,  USDA/OGC-19. 

Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
(FCIC)  Cases,  USDA/OGC-20. 

MARKETING  DIVISION 

Administrative  proceedings  brought  by  the 
Department  pursuant  to  the  Plant  Variety 
Protection  Act,  the  Federal  Seed  Act,  or  the 
Agricultural  Marketing  Act  of  1946,  USDA/ 
OQC-22. 

Cases  brought  by  the  Government  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Cotton  Futures  provisions  of  the 
Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954,  USDA/OGC- 
26. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Act  of  1946  or  the  Tobacco  Inspection 
Act,  USDA/OGC-28. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Agricultural  Market¬ 
ing  Agreement  Act  of  1937,  as  amended,  or 
the  Antl-Hog-Cholera  Serum  and  Hog  Chol¬ 
era  Virus  Act,  USDA-OGC-29. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Cotton  Research  and 
Promotion  Act,  Potato  Research  and  Promo¬ 
tion  Act  or  the  Egg  Research  and  Consumer 
Information  Act,  USDA/OGC-30. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Cotton  Statistics  and 
Estimates  Act  of  1927  or  the  United  States 
Cotton  Standards  Act.  USDA/OOC-31. 


Comrt  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Export  Apple  and  Pear 
Act  or  the  Export  .  Grape  and  Plum  Act, 
USDA/OOC-32. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Naval  Stores  Act,  the 
Honeybee  Act,  the  Vlrus-Serum-Toxln  Act  or 
the  Tobacco  Seed  and  Plant  Exportation  Act, 
USDA/OGC-33. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Peanut  Statistics  Act 
or  the  Tobacco  Statistics  Act,  U8DA/OGC- 
34. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Plant  Variety  Protec¬ 
tion  Act  or  the  Egg  Products  Inspection  Act, 
USDA/OGC-36. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  Produce  Agency  Act, 
or  the  Process  of  Renovated  Butter  Provi¬ 
sions  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Code  of  1954, 
USDA/OGC-36. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  either  the  United  States  Grain 
Standards  Act  or  the  Federal  Seed  Act,  USDA/ 
OGC-37. 

Court  cases  brought  by  the  Government 
pursuant  to  the  Agricultural  Fair  Practices 
Act,  USDA/OGC-38. 

PACKERS  AND  STOCKYARDS  DIVISION 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  Administra¬ 
tive  Cases,  USDA/OGC-67. 

Packers  and  Stockyards  Act,  Civil  and 
Criminal  Cases,  USDA/OGC-68. 

research  and  operations  division 

Personnel  Irregularities,  USDA/OGC-73. 

Office  op  Investigation 

Intelligence  Records,  USDA/OI-2. 

Investigative  Files  and  Subject/Tltle  Index, 
USDA/OI-3. 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

Non-Career  Applicant  File,  USDA/SEC-1. 

Dated:  ‘August  29, 1975. 

Richard  L.  Feltner, 

^  Acting  Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-23485  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 

Occupational  Safety  and  Health 
Administration 

[  29  CFR  Part  1910  ] 

[Docket  No.  H-017] 

STANDARD  FOR  EXPOSURE  TO  COKE 
OVEN  EMISSIONS 

Extension  of  Comment  Period; 

Corrections 

On  Thursday,  July  31,  1975,  a  notice 
of  proposed  rulemaking  regarding  an  oc¬ 
cupational  safety  and  health  standard 
for  exposure  to  coke  oven  emissions  was 
published  in  the  Feueral  Register  (40 
FR  32268) .  Interested  persons  were  given 
imtil  September  15, 1975,  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  data,  views,  and  arguments  with  re¬ 
spect  to  the  proposal  and  to  file  notices 
of  intention  to  appear  at  the  hearing 
scheduled  for  November  4,  1975.  Three 
requests  for  extension  of  time  to  file 
written  comments  have  been  received. 
The  additional  time  requested  ranged 
from  15  to  45  days.  In  order  to  provide 
interested  persons  additional  time  to 
compile  information  relevant  to  the  is¬ 
sues  raised  by  the  proposed  standard 
without  delaytog  the  scheduled  hearing 
which  remains  set  for  November  4,  1975, 
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the  period  for  submission  of  written  com¬ 
ments  and  for  filing  notices  of  Intention 
to  appear  is  hereby  extended  to  Septem¬ 
ber  30,  1975.  In  all  other  respects,  the 
procedures  for  filing  written  comments 
and  notices  of  intention  to  appear  con¬ 
tained  in  the  Federal  Register  notice 
published  at  40  FR  32268  remain  in  effect. 

In  addition,  the  following  changes 
should  be  made  in  FR  Doc.  75-19869  ap¬ 
pearing  at  pEiges  32268-32282  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  for  Thursday,  July  31, 
1975. 

1.  On  c>age  32270,  in  the  first  column 
the  twenty-fifth  line,  the  date  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  “24  May  1975”. 

2.  On  page  32272,  in  the  second  coliunn, 
the  seventh  line  from  the  bottom  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  “measurement  of  the  res¬ 
pirable  partlcu-”. 

3.  On  p£^e  32274,  in  the  first  column, 
line  six  of  the  first  full  paragraph  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  “the  measured  value  and 
the  true  value.” 

4.  On  page  32274,  in  the  first  column, 
line  10  of  the  fifth  full  paragraph  is  cor¬ 
rected  to  read  “of  the  hose  limits  the 
wearer’s  mobility  as”. 

5.  On  page  32275,  in  the  third  column, 
lines  three  and  four  of  the  fifth  full  para¬ 
graph  are  corrected  to  read  “to  be  main¬ 
tained  to  ensure  that  tests  of  the  system 
are”. 

6.  On  page  32277,  in  the  second  col¬ 
umn,  the  first  sentence  of  the  second 
paragraph  is  corrected  by  inserting  the 
name  “Jeanne  C.  Werner,”  before  the 
words  “OSHA  Committee  Management 
OfiBce”  and  by  correcting  the  telephone 
number  to  read  "(202-523-8024).” 

7.  On  page  32278,  in  the  second  col¬ 
umn,,  line  four  of  paragraph  (e)  (7)  of 
the  proposed  standard  is  corrected  by 
chan^g  the  word  “limit”  to  read 
"level”. 

8.  On  page  32280,  in  the  second  col¬ 
umn,  paragraph  (m)(l)  of  the  proposed 
S  1910.1029  is  corrected  to  read  as  set 
forth  below  in  order  to  be  consistent  with 
the  language  of  the  preamble  on  page 
32272  requiring  recording  of  benzo(a) 
pyrene  measurements  and  paragraph 
(m>  (8)  is  added  to  read  as  set  forth 
below,  in  order  to  be  consistent  with  the 
language  of  the  preamble,  on  page  32275, 
requiring  records  of  respirator  usage: 

§  1910.1029  Coke  oven  enii«*$ions. 
***** 

<m)  Recordkeeping  (1)  Exposure 
measurements.  The  employer  shall  keep 
an  accurate  record  of  all  measuremente 
taken  to  monitor  employee  exposure  to 
c(^e  oven  raiissions  required  in  para¬ 
graph  (el  of  this  section,  including  those 
required  in  paragraph  (e)  (4)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion. 

(8)  Respirator  usage.  The  employer 
shall  keep  and  maintain  an  accurate  rec¬ 
ord  of  all  respirator  usage  pursuant  to 
I>aragraph  (g)  of  this  section. 

(i)  This  record  shall  include: 

(o)  Tsrpe  of  reepirator  used; 

<b)  The  nature,  duration  and  location 
of  use; 

Cc)  Name,  social  security  number  and 
job  title  of  the  employee  using  the  res- 
Irirator;  and 


(d)  Measurement  of  (xAe  oven  emis¬ 
sions. 

(ii)  This  record  shah  be  maintained 
for  at  least  five  years. 

10.  Under  Appendix  B,  on  page  32282. 
in  the  first  column,  the  first  line  in  item 
8  is  corrected  to  read:  “8.  Pill  the  larry 
car  hoppers  with  coal  to  a  pre-”. 

(Secs.  6,  8,  84  Stat,  1693,  1699  (29  U.S.C.  666, 
667) ,  and  29  CiFB  Part  1911) 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  28th 
day  of  August  1975. 

John  T.  Dunlop, 
Secretary  of  Labor. 
JPR  Doc.75-23422  Piled  9-3-76; 8: 46  am) 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH, 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 

Social  Security  Administration 

[  20  CFR  Part  405  ] 

[Regulations  No.  5] 

FEDERAL  HEALTH  INSURANCE  FOR  THE 
AGED  AND  DISABLED 

Validation  of  Accreditation  Surveys 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
the  Administrative  Procedure  Act  (5 
U.S.C.  553),  that  the  amendments  to 
Subparts  O  and  S  of  Regulations  No.  5 
set  forth  in  tentative  form  below,  are 
proposed  by  the  Commissioner  of  Social 
Security  with  approval  of  the  Secretary 
of  Health,  Education,  and  Welfare.  The 
proposed  amendments  implement  Sec¬ 
tion  244  of  the  Social  Security  Amend¬ 
ments  of  1972  (PJli.  92-603)  and  Section 
1865(a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act  pre¬ 
existing  the  Social  Security  Amend¬ 
ments,  and  relate  to  validation  of  the 
surveys  performed  by  the  Joint  Commis¬ 
sion  on  Accreditation  of  Hospitals 
( JCAH)  or  by  the  American  Osteopathic 
Association  (AOA)  to  grant  accreditation 
to  hospitals  participating  in  the  Medi¬ 
care  program. 

As  a  result  of  such  accreditation,  these 
hospitals  are  ordinarily  presumed  (the 
statute  uses  “deemed”)  to  comply  with 
all  the  Medicare  conditions  of  participa¬ 
tion  for  hospitals,  subject  to  certain  spe¬ 
cific  exceptions.  For  example,  they  are 
not  “deemed”  to  meet  the  requirements 
for  utilization  review,  as  described  in 
Section  1861(e)  (6)  of  the  Social  Security 
Act;  institutional  planning,  as  described 
in  Section  1861(e)  (8)  of  the  Act;  health 
and  safety  requirements  higher  than 
those  required  for  accreditation,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  1861(e)(9)  and  1865 
(a)  (4)  of  the  Act;  and,  in  the  case  of 
psychiatric  and  tuberculosis  hospitals, 
't.he  additional  special  staffing  and  medi¬ 
cal  records  requirements  considered  nec¬ 
essary  for  the  provision  of  intensive  care 
under  the  Medicare  program.  The  1972 
amendments  require  the  Secretary  to 
validate  the  appropriateness  of  this  pre¬ 
sumption  with  respect  to  JCAH-accred- 
ited  hospitals,  through  surveys  per¬ 
formed  on  a  selective  sample  or  other 
basis  (or  where  a  survey  is  appropriate, 
because  of  substantial  allegations  of  the 
existence  of  a  significant  deficiency  or 
deficiencies  which  would,  if  found  to  be 


present,  be  of  such  character  as  to  sub¬ 
stantially  limit  the  provider's  capacity 
to  render  adequate  care,  or  which  would 
adversely  affect  the  health  and  safety  of 
patients).  Under  the  authority  of  Sec¬ 
tion  1865(a)  of  the  Social  Security  Act, 
which  existed  before  Section  244  of  P.L. 
92-603,  the  proposed  amendments  to  the 
regulations  provide  that  the  Secretary 
will  also  validate  AOA-accredited  hos¬ 
pitals  in  the  same  way.  As  a  result,  AOA 
accreditation  survey  reports  are  not  held 
to  be  confidential  because  Section  244, 
which  provides  confidentiality  with  re¬ 
spect  to  JCAH  reports,  does  not  apply  to 
AOA  reports.  Procedures  for  the  surveys 
have  been  issued  by  the  Secretary  and 
discussed  with  the  JCAH  and  the  AOA. 

If  it  is  foimd  in  the  coiuse  of  a  selec¬ 
tive  sample  validation  survey,  or  a  sub¬ 
stantial  health  and  safety  deficiency 
allegation  survey,  that  an  accredited 
hospital  is  not  in  compliance  with  one 
or  more  of  the  Medicare  health  and 
safety  conditions  of  participation  for 
hospitals,  the  Secretary,  after  the  date 
of  notice  of  such  findings  to  the  hospital, 
will  remove  the  Medicare  “deemed” 
status  of  such  hospital.  Likewise,  if  an 
accredited  hospital,  following  proper  no¬ 
tice  that  it  is  the  subject  of  such  a  sur¬ 
vey,  refuses  to  allow  the  Secretary  (or 
such  State  agency  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate  imder  Section  1864(a)  of  the 
Act)  to  conduct  either  a  selective  sample 
validation  survey  or  a  substantial  health 
and  safety  deficiency  allegation  survey; 
or  refuses  to  authorize  disclosure  to  the 
Secretary  (on  a  confidential  basis  for 
JCAH  hospitals)  of  the  most  current 
survey  report  by  its  accrediting  body,  the 
Secretary,  after  the  date  of  notice  of  such 
findings  to  the  hospital,  will  remove  the 
Medicare  “deemed”  status  of  such  hos¬ 
pital.  The  Secretary’s  determination  to 
remove  an  accredited  hospital’s 
“deemed”  status  would  be  an  adminis¬ 
trative  action  subject  to  an  administra¬ 
tive  review,  but  such  determination 
would  not  be  considered  an  initial  deter¬ 
mination,  and  therefore,  the  hospital 
does  not  have  the  rights  of  appeal  pro¬ 
vided  in  Subpart  O  of  Regulations  No.  5 
(§  405.1501  et.  seq.)  with  respect  to  in¬ 
itial  determinations. 

A  hospital  which  has  had  its  “deemed” 
status  removed  solely  because  of  failure 
to  meet  provisions  of  the  National  Fire 
Protection  Association’s  (NFPA)  Life 
Safety  Code  (21st  edition,  1967),  will 
have  its  “deemed”  status  restored  more 
quickly  if  toe  deficiency  (ies)  are  of  the 
non-recurring  type  than  if  the  deficien¬ 
cies  are  of  the  recurring  type.  The  hos¬ 
pital  will  have  its  “deemed”  status  re¬ 
stored  as  soon  as  the  Secretary  has  de¬ 
termined  that  the  non-recurring  type  of 
deficiencies  have  been  corrected;  that 
toe  hospital  meets  toe  provisions  of  the 
NFPA’s  Life  Safety  Code  (21st  edition, 
1967) ;  and  that  toe  hospital  meets  all 
the  Medicare  conditions  of  participation 
for  hospitals. 

Examples  of  Life  Safety  Code  (LSC) 
deficiencies,  which  once  corrected,  could 
be  consider^  non-recurring,  are  toe  in¬ 
stallation  of  solid  core  doors  or  the  in¬ 
stallation  of  an  automatic  sprinkler 
system. 
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The  time-pei’iod  for  restoration  of 
“deemed”  status  applicable  to  non-recur¬ 
ring  LSC  deficiencies  wo\fid  not  apply, 
however,  to  life  Safety  Code  deficiencies 
which  could  recur,  such  as  failure  to  store 
hazardous  materials  properly,  or  other 
deficiencies  related  to  human  failure. 
Therefore,  a  hospital  which  loses  its 
“deemed”  status  due  to  such  recurring- 
type  LSC  deficiencies,  or  noncompliance 
with  one  or  more  Medicare  health  and 
safety  condition  (s)  not  covered  by  the 
LSC,  or  a  combination  of  these  deficien¬ 
cies,  will  not  have  its  “deemed”  status 
restored  for  a  period  of  at  least  2  years 
after  the  date  of  the  Secretary’s  notice 
to  the  hospital  of  its  loss  of  “deemed” 
status.  During  that  time  there  must  be 
at  least  2  successive  State  agency  surveys 
for  Medicare  and  a  determination  that 
the  hospital  subsequently  achieved  and 
maintained  compliance  with  all  the 
Medicare  condlticms  of  participation  for 
hospitals.  The  2-year  period  was  selected 
because  of  the  Joint  Commission’s  usual 
2-year  survey  cycle. 

A  hospital  which  loses  its  “deemed” 
status  due  to  its  refusal,  following  proper 
notice,  to  allow  the  Secretary  (or  such 
State  agency  as  the  Secretary  may  desig¬ 
nate)  to  conduct  either  a  selective  sample 
validation  survey  or  a  substantial  health 
and  safety  deficiency  allegation  survey 
or  its  refusal,  following  proper  notice, 
to  authorize  disclosure  to  the  Secretary 
(on  a  confidential  basis  for  JCAH  hos¬ 
pitals)  of  the  most  current  survey  report 
by  its  accrediting  body,  may  have  its 
“deemed”  status  restored  when  it  meets 
certain  conditions.  Its  “deemed”  status 
win  be  restored  as  soon  as  it  subsequently 
authorizes  disclosure  of  its  most  current 
accreditation  survey  report;  and  per¬ 
mits  the  Secretary  (or  such  State  agency 
as  the  Secretary  may  designate)  to  con¬ 
duct  a  selective  sample  validation  survey 
or  a  substantial  health  and  safety  de¬ 
ficiency  allegation  survey,  and  foUow- 
ing  completion  of  such  a  survey,  is  de¬ 
termined  to  be  in  compliance  with  all 
the  Medicare  conditions  of  participation 
for  hospitals. 

A  hospital  which  loses  its  “deemed” 
status  due  to  its  refusal  to  authorize  dis¬ 
closure  to  the  Secretary  (on  a  confiden¬ 
tial  basis  for  JCAH  hospitals)  of  the 
most  current  survey  report  by  its  accred¬ 
iting  body,  but  which  permits  the  Sec¬ 
retary  (or  such  State  agency  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  designate)  to  conduct  a  se¬ 
lective  sample  validaticm  survey  or  a 
substantial  health  and  safety  deficiency 
allegation  survey;  and  following  comple¬ 
tion  of  such  a  survey,  is  determined  to 
be  in  compliance  with  all  the  Medicare 
conditions  of  participation  for  hospitals, 
will  not  have  its  “deemed”  status  re¬ 
stored  until  it  authorizes  disclosure  of  its 
most  current  accreditation  survey  re¬ 
port,  and  Is  determined  at  the  time  of 
such  authorization  to  also  be  in  compli¬ 
ance  with  all  the  Medicare  conditions  of 
participatkm  for  hospitals. 

Loss^  of  a  hospital’s  deemed  status 
would  not  automatically  lead  to  termi¬ 
nation  of  its  participation  in  the  Medi¬ 
care  program.  A  hospital  that  has  lost 
its  “deemed”  status  would  be  subject  to 


the  same  survey  and  certification  re¬ 
quirements  of  Section  1864(a)  of  the  Act 
as  imposed  on  non-accredited  hospitals. 
Thus,  during  the  period  of  loss  of 
“deemed”  status,  an  accredited  hospital 
could  remain  in  the  Medicare  program  if 
it  continued  to  be  in  compliance  with  all 
Medicare  conditions  of  participation  for 
hospitals  or  it  could  be  terminated  for 
failure  to  be  in  compliance  with  such 
conditions.  Continued  refusal  by  a  hos¬ 
pital  to  permit  the  conduct  of  a  Medi¬ 
care  survey  would  also  be  the  basis  for 
initiating  termination  of  its  participa¬ 
tion  in  the  prc^ram. 

Any  standard  identified  and  promul¬ 
gated  by  the  Secretary  as  being  higher 
or  more  precise  than  the  reqvilrements 
for  accreditation  ad(H>ted  imder  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Sections  1861(e)(9)  and  1865 
(a)(4)  of  the  Act,  i.e.,  necessary  in  the 
interest  of  the  health  and  safety  of  pa¬ 
tients,  would  have  to  be  met  by  all  Medi¬ 
care-certified  hospitals  after  the  Secre¬ 
tary  consults  with  the  accrediting  bodies 
concerning  the  higher  requirements  and 
after  appropriate  and  adequate  time  for 
compliance.  Such  standard  (like  utiliza¬ 
tion  review,  institutional  planning,  and, 
in  the  case  of  psychiatric  and  tuberculo¬ 
sis  hospitals,  the  additional  special  staff¬ 
ing  and  medical  records  requirements 
considered  necessary  for  the  provision  of 
intensive  care)  would  not  be  “deemed” 
to  be  met  by  accredited  hospitals.  The 
JCAH  or  the  AOA  may  subsequently,  as 
a  condition  for  accreditation  of  a  hospi¬ 
tal,  require  a  utilization  review  plan,  as 
described  in  Section  1861(e)(6)  of  the 
Act,  or  an  Institutional  plan,  as  described 
in  Section  1861(e)  (8)  of  the  Act,  or  a 
plan  which  is  substantially  equivalent  to 
one  of  those;  or  Impose  a  standard  which 
the  Secretary  determines"  is  at  least 
equivalent  to  the  standard  previously  es¬ 
tablished  and  identified  by  the  Secretary 
as  being  higher  or  more  precise  than  the 
requirem^ts  for  accreditation  adopted 
under  the  authority  of  Section  1861(e) 
(9)  of  the  Act.  In  such  event,  the  Secre¬ 
tary  may  find  that  all  hospitals  ac¬ 
credited  by  the  JCAH  or  the  AOA  are 
“deemed”  to  meet  the  requirements  for 
utilization  review  adopted  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  Section  1861(e)  (6)  of  the  Act, 
or  are  “deemed”  to  meet  the  require¬ 
ments  for  institutional  planning  adopted 
under  the  authority  of  Section  1861(e) 
<8)  of  the  Act,  or  are  “deemed”  to  meet 
the  higher  or  more  precise  standard. 

Prior  to  tiie  final  adcgition  of  the  pro¬ 
posed  amendments  to  the  regulations, 
consideration  will  be  given  to  any  data, 
views,  or  argiunents  pertaining  thereto 
which  are  submitted  in  writing  in  tripli¬ 
cate  to  the  Commissioner  of  Social  Secu¬ 
rity,  Department  of  Health,  Education, 
and  Welfare,  P.O.  Box  1585,  Baltimore, 
Mainland  21203,  on  or  before  October  6, 
1975. 

Copies  of  all  comments  received  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  this  notice  will  be  available  for 
public  inspection  during  regular  business 
hours  at  the  Washington  Inquiries  Sec¬ 
tion,  Office  of  Information,  Social  Secu¬ 
rity  Administoation,  D^>artment  of 
Health,  Education,  and  Welfare,  North 
Building,  Room  4146,  330  Independence 
Avenue,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20201. 


The  proposed  amendments  are  to  be 
issued  under  the  authority  contained  in 
Sections  1102,  1861(e),  1864,  1865,  1871, 
and  1875(b)  of  the  Social  Security  Act, 
as  amended,  49  Stat.  647,  as  amended, 
79  Stat.  314,  as  amended,  79  Stat.  326, 
as  amended,  79  Stat.  331,  79  Stat.  332,  as 
amended;  42  U.S.C.  1302,  1395x(e).  1395 
aa,  1395bb,  1395hh  and  1395U(b) . 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
grams  No.  13.800,  Health  Insurance  for  the 
Aged  and  Disabled — ^Hospital  Insurance.) 

It  is  hereby  certified  that  the  economic 
and  inflationary  Impacts  of  these  pro¬ 
posed  regulations  have  been  carefully 
evaluated  in  accordance  with  dMB  Cir¬ 
cular  A-107. . 

Dated:  July  25, 1975. 

J.  B.  Cardwell, 

Commissioner  of  Social  Security. 

Approved:  August  28, 1975. 

David  Mathews, 

Secretary  of  Health. 

Education,  and  Welfare. 

Part  405  of  Title  20  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations  is  amended  as  set 
forth  below: 

1.  In  §405.1505  a  new  paragraph  (1) 
is  added  to  read  as  follows : 

§  405.1505  Administrative  actions  which 
are  not  initial  determinations. 

•  «  •  •  • 

(1)  The  finding  that,  in  accordance 
with  §  405.1901(b),  a  hospital  accredited 
by  the  Joint  Commissimi  on  Accredita¬ 
tion  of  Hospitals  or  the  American  Osteo¬ 
pathic  Association  and  “deemed”  to 
meet,  pursuant  to  section  1865  of  the 
Act,  the  applicable  definitional  require¬ 
ments  of  section  1861(e)  of  the  Act,  is 
no  longer  “deemed”  to  meet  such  re¬ 
quirements.  A  finding  of  this  type  may 
receive  administrative  review  if  the  hos¬ 
pital  submits  a  written  request  for  such 
review  within  15  days  after  the  date  of 
the  Secretary’s  written  notice  to  the  hos¬ 
pital  of  such  finding. 

2.  Paragraph  (b)  of  §  405.1901  is  re¬ 
vised  to  read  as  follows : 

§  405.1901  ’The  certification  process. 

«  *  •  «  * 

(b)(1)  (i)  Pursuant  to  section  1865(a) 
of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1395bb(a>),  an  in¬ 
stitution  currently  accredited  as  a  hos- 
mtal  by  the  Joint  Commission  on  Ac¬ 
creditation  of  Hospitals  (JCAH)  or  by 
the  American  Osteopathic  Association 
(AOA)  shall,  subject  to  paragraph  (b) 
(2)(ii)  of  this  section,  be  “deemed”  to 
meet  all  of  the  title  XVHI  conditions  of 
participation  for  hospitals,  except: 

(a)  The  requirements  for  utilization 
review  as  specified  in  section  1861(e)  (6) 
of  the  Act;  and 

(b)  The  Institutional  planning  re¬ 
quirements  as  specified  in  section  1861 
(e)  (8)  of  the  Act;  and 

(c)  In  the  case  of  psychiatric  and  tu¬ 
berculosis  hospitals,  the  additional  spe¬ 
cial  stafOing  and  medical  records  require¬ 
ments  considered  necessary  for  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  intensive  care;  and 

(d)  Any  standard  identified  and  pro¬ 
mulgated  by  the  Secretary  pmsuant  to 
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sections  1861(e)(9)  and  1865(a)(4)  of 
the  Act  (l.e.,  in  the  interest  of  the  health 
and  safety  of  patients)  as  one  which  is 
higher  or  more  precise  than  the  require^ 
ments  for  accreditation,  and  which  all 
hospitals  certified  under  title  XV III  of 
the  Act  must  meet  after  the  Secretary 
consults  with  the  accrediting  bodies  con¬ 
cerning  the  higher  requirements  and 
provides  appropriate  and  adequate  time 
for  compliance. 

(ii)  The  provision  of  paragraph  (b) 

(1)  (i)  of  this  section  shall  be  effective 
only  if  the  hospital  (where  it  is  included 
in  a  survey  specified  in  paragraph  (b)  (3) 
of  this  section)  authorizes  the  JCAH  or 
AOA  to  release  to  the  Secretary,  upon  the 
Secretary’s  request  (or  the  request  of 
such  State  agency  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate) ,  a  copy  of  the  most  current 
accreditation  survey  report  of  such  hos¬ 
pital  (and  with  respect  to  a  report  made 
by  the  JCAH,  on  a  confidential  basis) . 

(2)  The  Secretary,  however,  may  find 
that  all  hospitals  accredited  by  the  Joint 
Commission  on  Accreditation  of  Hos¬ 
pitals  (JCAH)  or  the  American  Osteo¬ 
pathic  Association  (AOA),  as  the  case 
may  be,  are  “deemed”  to  meet  the  re- 
quirement(s)  specified  in  paragraph  (b) 
(1)  (i)  (a) ,  or  (b) ,  or  (d)  of  this  section, 
whichever  Is  applicable,  if  the  JCAH  or 
AOA,  as  a  condition  for  accreditation 
of  a  hospital, 

(i)  R^uires  a  utilization  review  plan, 
as  specified  in  section  1861(e)  (6)  of  the 
Act,  or  imposes  a  substantially  equiva¬ 
lent  requirement;  or 

(ii)  requires  institutional  planning,  as 
specified  in  section  1861(e)(8)  of  the 
Act.  or  Imposes  a  substantially  equiva¬ 
lent  requirement;  or 

(iil)  imposes  a  standard  which  the 
Secretary  determines  is  at  least  equiva¬ 
lent  to  the  standard  previously  identified 
and  promulgated  by  the  Secretary  pur¬ 
suant  to  sections  1861(e)(9)  and  1865 

(a)  (4)  of  the  Act,  as  one  which  is  higher 
or  more  precise  than  the  requirements 
for  su;credltation  by  the  JCAH  or  AOA. 

(3)  Notwithstanding  that  a  hospital  is 
accredited  by  the  Joint  Commission  on 
Accreditation  of  Hospitals  (JCAH)  or 
the  American  Osteopathic  Association 
(AOA),  the  Secretary  may  direct  that, 
pursuant  to  sections  1864(c)  and  1865(a) 
of  the  Act  (42  n.S.C.  1395aa(c)  and 
I395bb(a)') ,  a  s\irvey  be  conducted  on  a 
selective-sample  basis  or,  in  response  to 
substantial  allegations  or  evidence  of  a 
condition  adverse  to  the  health  and 
safety  of  patients,  to  validate  the  JCAH 
and  AOA  accreditation  processes  in  any 
accredited  hospital  which  has  a  title 
XV  ill  agreement  with  the  Secretary  (see 
S  405.602) .  (Procedures  for  such  surveys 
and  the  proper  disposition  of  such  allega¬ 
tions  or  evidence,  have  been  issued  by  the 
Secretary  to  the  State  agencies  perform¬ 
ing  surveys  (see  §  405.1902(a))).  Hospi¬ 
tals  included  within  the  surveys  described 
in  sections  1864(c)  and  1865(a)  of  the 
Act,  must  authorize  the  JCAH  or  the 
AOA  to  release  to  the  Secretary,  upon  his 
request  (or  the  request  of  such  State 
agency  as  the  Secretary  may  designate) , 
a  copy  of  the  most  current  JCAH-  or 
AOA-accreditatlon  survey  report.  The 


release,  with  respect  to  a  report  by  the 
JCAH,  shall  be  on  a  confidential  basis. 

(4)  (i)  The  Secretary  shall  determine 
that  an  accredited  hospital  shall  no 
longer  be  “deemed”  to  meet  the  appli¬ 
cable  definitional  requirements  of  section 
1861(e)  of  the  Act  and  shall  issue  a  no¬ 
tice  of  such  determination  to  the  hos¬ 
pital  if ; 

(a)  on  the  basis  of  a  selective -sample 
validation  siurey  (hereafter  referred  to 
as  sample  validation  survey)  or  a  sub¬ 
stantial  health  and  safety  deficiency  al¬ 
legation  survey  (hereafter  referred  to  as 
deficiency  allegation  siirvey) ,  the  Secre- 
ta^  finds  that  a  hosptial  is  not  in  com¬ 
pliance  with  one  or  more  of  the  condi¬ 
tions  of  participation  contained  in  Sub¬ 
part  J  of  this  part;  or 

(b)  a  hospital  which  has  been  notified 
that  it  is  Included  in  a  sample  validation 
survey  or  a  deficiency  allegation  survey 
refuses,  upon  the  request  of  the  Secretary 
(or  the  request  of  such  State  agency  as 
the  Secretary  may  designate) ,  to  author¬ 
ize  disclosure  to  the  Secretary  (and  with 
respect  to  a  report  by  the  JCAH,  on  a 
confidential  basis)  of  a  copy  of  the  most 
current  accreditation  survey  report  of 
such  hospital:  or 

(c)  such  hospital,  following  receipt  of 
proper  notice,  refuses  to  allow  the  Sec¬ 
retary  (or  such  State  agency  as  the  Sec¬ 
retary  may  designate  under  section 
1864(a)  of  the  Act  (42  U.S.C.  1395aa(a) ) 
to  conduct  either  a  sample  validation 
survey  or  a  deficiency  allegation  survey. 

(ii)  Loss  of  “deemed”  status  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  paragraph  (b)  (4)  (i)  of  this  sec¬ 
tion  does  not  automatically  lead  to  ter¬ 
mination  of  the  hospital’s  provider 
agreement  (see  §  405.602) .  A  hospital 
that  has  lost  jts  “deemed”  status  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  same  survey  and  certification 
requirements  of  section  1864(a)  of  the 
Act  as  those  imposed  on  nonaccredited 
hospitals.  Thus,  during  the  period  of  loss 
of  “deemed”  status,  an  accredited  hos¬ 
pital  may  continue  to  participate  in  the 
title  XVIH  program  if  during  tliat  pe¬ 
riod  it  remans  in  compliance  with  all 
the  conditions  of  participation  for  hos- 
pitels  contained  in  Subpart  J  of  this  part. 
On  the  other  hand,  such  hospital  may  be 
terminated  during  that  period  for  fail¬ 
ure  to  be  in  compliance  with  such  con¬ 
ditions.  Continued  refusal  by  such  a  hos¬ 
pital  to  permit  a  survey  to  be  conducted 
under  section  1864(a)  of  the  Act,  shall 
lead  to  termination  of  its  participation 
in  the  title  XVlll  program.  (See 
S  405.1901(b)  (5) .) 

(5)  During  the  period  when  a  hospital 
accredited  by  the  JCAH  or  the  AOA  does 
not  have  “deenied”  certification  status, 
the  State  agency  may  reconunend  to  the 
Secretary  that  the  hospital’s  agreement 
with  the  Secretary  (pursuant  to 
S  405.602)  be  terminated  for  cause  (see 
§  405.614)  if: 

(i)  After  extensive  State  agency  con¬ 
sultation  and  assistance,  it  has  been  de¬ 
termined  that  such  hospital  no  longer 
meets  the  conditions  of  participation 
necessary  to  qualify  as  a  hospital;  or 

(ii)  The  hospital  continues  to  refuse 
to  allow  the  Secretary  (or  such  State 


agency  as  the  Secretary  may  designate) 
to  conduct  either: 

(a)  A  selective-sample  validation  sur¬ 
vey;  or 

(b)  A  substantial  health  and  safety  de¬ 
ficiency  allegation  survey:  or 

(c)  A  State  agency  survey  under  sec¬ 
tion  1864(a)  of  the  ActT 

(6)  A  hospital  which  has  lost  its 
“deemed”  status  due  to  its  refusal  to  au¬ 
thorize  disclosure  to  the  Secretary  (on  a 
confidential  basis  with  respect  to  a  re¬ 
port  by  the  JCAH)  of  the  most  current 
survey  report  by  its  accrediting  body ;  or 
its  refusal,  following  receipt  of  proper 
notice,  to  allow  the  Secretary  (or  such 
State  agency  as  the  Secretary  may  des¬ 
ignate)  to  conduct  either  a  sample  vali¬ 
dation  survey  or  a  deficiency  allegation 
survey,  shall  have  its  “deemed”  status 
restored  if  it  subsequently: 

(i)  Authorizes  disclosure  of  its  most 
current  accreditation  survey  report;  and 

(ii)  Permits  the  Secretary  (or  such 
State  agency  as  the  Secretary  may 
designate)  to  conduct  a  sample  valida¬ 
tion  survey  or  a  deficiency  allegation  sur¬ 
vey;  and 

(iii)  Following  completion  of  such  a 
survey,  is  determined  to  be  in  compliance 
with  all  the  conditions  of  participation 
contained  in  Subpart  J  of  this  part. ' 

(7)  (i)  A  hospital  which  has  lost  its 
“deemed”  status  due  to  its  refusal  to 
authorize  disclosure  to  the  Secretary 
(with  respect  to  a  report  by  the  JCAH,  on 
a  confidential  basis)  of  the  most  current 
survey  report  by  its  accrediting  body ;  but 
which  permits  the  Secretary  (or  such 
State  agency  as  the  Secretary  may  desig¬ 
nate)  to  conduct  a  sample  validation  sur¬ 
vey  or  a  deficiency  allegation  survey  and, 
following  completion  of  such  a  survey ,'4s 
determined  to  be  in  compliance  with  all 
the  conditions  of  participation  contained 
in  Subpart  J  of  this  part,  shall  not  have 
its  “deemed”  status  restored  until  it: 

(a)  Authorizes  disclosure  of  its  most 
current  accreditation  survey  report;  and 

(b)  Is  determined  to  be  in  compliance 
with  all  the  conditions  of  participation 
contained  in  Subpart  J  of  this  part. 

(11)  During  tl^e  period  of  its  refusal  to 
authorize  dlsclosiure  of  such  survey  re¬ 
port,  such  a  hospital  remains  in  the  title 
XVm  program  on  the  basis  of  its  being 
in  compliance  with  all  the  conditions  of 
participation  contained  in  Subpart  J  of 
this  part. 

(8)  A  hospital  which  lost  its  “deemed” 
status  solely  because  of  its  failure  to  meet 
such  provisions  of  the  National  Fire  Pro¬ 
tection  Association’s  (NFPA)  life  Safety 
Code  (21st  edition,  1967)  as  are  appli¬ 
cable  to  hospitals  which  participate  in 
the  title  XVIH  program  and  which,  when 
corrected,  are  not  expected  to  recur  in 
the  foreseeable  future  (e.g.,  installation 
of  solid  core  doors  or  the  installation  of 
an  automatic  sprinkler  system)  shall 
have  its  “deemed”  status  restored  as  soon 
as  the  Secretary  has  determined  that; 

(1)  The  deficiencies  have  been  cor¬ 
rected;  and 

(ii)  ’The  hospital  meets  the  provisions 
of  the  NFPA’s  Life  Safety  Code  (21st 
edition,  1967) ;  and 
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Clii)  The  hospital  meets  all  the  con¬ 
ditions  of  Subpart  J  of  this  part. 

(9)  (1)  The  provisions  of  S  405.1901(b) 

(8)  relating  to  the  time  period  for  res¬ 
toration  of  “deemed”  status  which  apply 
in  the  case  of  non-recurring  deficiencies, 
do  not  apply,  however,  to  Life  Safety 
Code  deficiencies  which  may  recur,  such 
as  failure  to  store  hazardous  materials 
properly  or  other  deficiencies  related  to 
human  failure.  Therefore,  a  hospital  may 
not  have  its  “deemed”  status  restored 
until  2  years  after  the  date  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  notice  to  the  hospital  of  its  loss  of 
“deemed”  status  if  such  hospital  has  lost 
its  “deemed”  status  due  to : 

<a)  Recurring-type  Life  Safety  Code 
deficiencies,  as  described  in  paragraph 
(b)  (9)  (i)  of  this  section;  or 

(b)  Noncompliance  with  one  or  more 
of  the  condition  (s)  which  are  contained 
in  Subpart  J  of  this  part,  but  are  not 
included  in  the  Life  Safety  Code;  or 

(c)  A  combination  of  those  reasons 
specified  in  paragi’aphs  (b)(9)(i)  (a) 
and  (b)  of  this  section. 

(ii)  Upon  the  expiration  of  the  2-year 
period  specified  in  paragraph  (b)  (9)  (i) 
of  this  section^^the  hospital  may  have  its 
“deemed”  status  restored  if  the  Secretary 
has  determined  (or  as  soon  thereafter  as 
he  does  determine)  that  the  hospital  has 
been  found  to  have  achieved  and  main¬ 
tained  compliance  with  all  of  the  appli¬ 
cable  conditions  of  participation  on  each 
of  two  successive  State  agency  surveys 
performed  after  the  date  of  the  Secre¬ 
tary’s  notice  to  the  hospital  of  its  loss 
of  “deemed”  status. 

•  *  «  *  « 

3.  Paragraphs  (a)  and  (c)  of  §  405.- 
1902  are  revised  to  read  as  follows: 

§  405.1902  Certification  by  State  agency. 

(a>  Sections  1864  (a>  and  (c)  of  the 
Social  Security  Act  provide  that  the 
services  of  State  agencies,  operating  im- 
der  agreements  with  the  Secretary,  will 
be  used  by  the  Secretary  in  determining 
whether  providers  or  prospective  pro¬ 
viders,  Including  hospitals  accredited  by 
the  Joint  Commission  on  Accreditation 
of  Hospitals  (JCAH)  or  the  American 
Osteopathic  Association  (AOA) ,  meet 
the  conditions  of  participation;  or  sup¬ 
pliers  meet  the  conditions  of  coverage 
(see  1405.1901(a)).  Under  section  1864 
(c)  of  the  Act,  the  Secretary  may  also 
enter  into  agreements  whereby  the  ap¬ 
propriate  State  or  local  agency  will  sur¬ 
vey  participating  hospitals  (accredited 
by  the  JCAH  or  AOA)  on  a  selective- 
sample  basis  or  where  the  Secretary  finds 
that  a  substantial  health  and  safety  de¬ 
ficiency  allegation  survey  is  appropriate 
(see  §  405.1901(b)).  Pursuant  to  these 
agreements.  State  or  local  agencies  shall 
survey  each  provider  and  supplier  and 
certify  to  the  Secretary  as  to  whether 
they  are  found  to  be  in  compliance  with 
the  conditions  of  participation  and/or 
coverage. 

«  *  «  «  * 

(c)  The  certifications  by  the  State 
agency  represent  recommendations  to 
the  Secretary.  The  Secretary,  on  the 
basis  of  such  certifications  by  the  State 


agency,  shall  determine  whether  a  pro¬ 
vider  or  supplier  is  eligible  to  pai'ticipate 
in  the  Health  Insurance  for  the  Aged  and 
Disabled  Program  (title  XVIH  of  the 
Act)  or  whether  a  hospital  accredited 
by  the  Joint  Commission  on  Accredita¬ 
tion  of  Hospitals  (JCAH)  or  the  Ameri¬ 
can  Osteopathic  Association  (AOA) 
should  retain,  lose,  or  regain  its 
“deemed”  certification  status  under  sec¬ 
tion  1865(a)  of  the  Act  (see  §  405.1901 
<b) ) .  Notice  of  determination  of  eligibil¬ 
ity  or  non-eligibility  or  with  respect  to 
“deemed”  certification  status  will  be  sent 
to  the  provider  or  supplier. 

|FR  Doc.75-23432  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

[  49  CFR  Part  571  ] 

[Docket  No.  75-23;  Notice  1 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 

Advance  Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 
on  Electrical  System  Integrity 

Tills  is  an  advance  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  to  establish  a  motor  vehicle 
safety  standard  to  regulate  electrical 
system  integrity.  It  is  issued  to  gather 
information  relevant  to  the  development 
of  a  standard  that  would  ameliorate  the 
threat  of  fires  involving  the  electrical 
system  and  ensure  the  crashworthiness 
of  the  electrical  system  and  its  compo¬ 
nents.  No  rule  will  be  i-ssued  on  this  sub¬ 
ject  without  fm-ther  notice  of  proposed 
rulemaking  and  the  opportunity  to 
comment. 

Various  studies  have  indicated  that 
gasoline  vapor  can  easily  be  ignited  by 
electrical  sparks.  Although  there  are  no 
conclusive  data  relating  to  the  number 
of  motor  vehicle  fires  directly  caused  by 
electrical  spaiirs,  there  is  sufficient  evi¬ 
dence  to  demonstrate  that  the  electrical 
system  plays  an  Important  role  in  the 
vulnerability  of  vehicles  to  fires.  Sta¬ 
tistics  indicate  that  between  500  and  750 
deaths  are  caused  yearly  by  motor  vehicle 
fires.  Motor  Vehicle  Safety  Standard  No. 
301,  Fuel  System  Inte^ty,  49  CFR  571.- 
301,  regulates  the  spillage  of  fuel  as  a 
means  of  preventing  motor  vehicle  fires 
during  crash  situations.  The  implemen¬ 
tation  oi  Standard  301,  however,  handles 
only  cme  major  cause  of  motor  vehicle 
fires.  It  is  the  NHTSA’s  view  that  estab¬ 
lishment  of  minimum  performance  re¬ 
quirements  for  motor  vehicle  electrical 
systems  would  combat  the  other  major 
contributor  to  these  fires. 

The  NHTSA  is  also  concerned  with 
electrical  system  component  failure  and 
malfunction.  Malfunction  or  failure  of 
headlamps,  talUamps,  defrosters  and  de- 
foggers,  electric  windows  and  door  locks, 
and  anti-skid  systems  poses  a  safety 
threat.  Promulgation  of  a  standard  that 
would  ensure  a  continuing  mlnlmiun 
level  of  (^ration  for  these  electrical  sys¬ 
tems  would,  thus,  achieve  greater  overall 
.safety  for  vehicle  occupants. 


In  order  to  assess  the  advisability  of 
issuing  such  a  standard  and  to  arrive  at 
a  satisfactory  and  objective  set  of  per¬ 
formance  criteria,  the  NHTSA  would  like 
to  receive  comments  and  information  re¬ 
lating  to  the  following  areas  of  specific 
concern.  The  list  of  areas  is  intended 
only  as  a  guide  and  should  not  limit  the 
submission  of  comments  relating  to  the 
entire  problem  of  electrical  system  fires 
and  malfunctions.  Statistical  data  from 
warranty  claims,  fleet  records,  and  other 
sources  would  be  helpful  in  responding  to 
the  following  list: 

The  extent  of  fatalities,  injuries,  and 
property  damage  resulting  from  both 
collision-induced  and  noncollision  motor 
vehicle  fires,  and  statistical  data  on  their 
causes. 

Specific  motor  vehicle  ignition  som’ces, 
including  electrical  system  arcing. 

Practicable  countermeasures  for  those 
ignition  sources  deemed  to  be  the  most 
likely  cause  of  nvotor  vehicle  fires,  in¬ 
cluding  costs  for  implementing  such 
countermeasmes  and  resulting  benefits. 
Countermeasures  to  be  considered  should 
include,  but  not  be  limited  to,  automatic 
electric  circuit  deactivation  in-  severe 
crashes,  use  of  nonconductive.  impact- 
resistant  battery  housing  to  minimize 
the  likelihood  of  arcing  as  an  ignition 
source,  and  retention  of  physical  integ¬ 
rity  of  the  battery  after  impact. 

Need  for  independent  overload  protec¬ 
tion  for  specific  safety  related  compo¬ 
nents. 

Protective  measures  to  ensure  at  least 
partial  system  operation  of  critical 
safety  components  in  the  event  of  short 
circuits  and/or  <H>en  circuits  in  the  asso¬ 
ciated  wiring,  connectors,  and  compo¬ 
nents. 

Necessity  for  prescribed  voltage  op¬ 
erating  limits  at  specified  safety  compo¬ 
nent  terminals  under  prescribed  condi¬ 
tions  of  engine  speed  and  accessory  load. 

Need  for  countermeasures,  such  as  use 
of  redundant  and  fail-safe  components, 
to  ameliorate  effects  of  malfimction  of 
components  critical  to  operation  of  the 
total  vehicle  electrical  system  or  major 
parts  thereof. 

Need  for  driver  indicators  of  tall  and 
brake  light  outage,  and  methods  of  in¬ 
stalling  such  featmes. 

Recent  developments  in  battery  design 
which  reduce  “gassing,”  and  thereby 
ameliorate  the  possibility  of  explosion 
initiated  by  sparks  during  connection  or 
disconnection  of  battery  cables. 

Protective  and  corrective  action  al¬ 
ready  in  effect  on  certain  car  models  to 
alleviate  electrical  system  integrity  prob¬ 
lems,  including  cost  data  and  cost-benefit 
analyses  on  these  measures. 

Countermeasures  which  have  been  de¬ 
veloped  or  considered  but  not  imple¬ 
mented,  including  related  technical  and 
economic  probl^ns  and  benefit-cost  data. 

Arguments  for  or  against  the  devel<H>- 
ment  of  more  extensive  electrical  system 
failure  countermeasures. 

PosslUe  test  procedures  that  could  be 
incorporated  into  a  standard  to  evaluate 
electrical  system  Integrity. 
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Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section, 
National  Highway  TrafiBc  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh 
Street,  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20530.  It 
is  requested  but  not  required  that  10 
copies  be  submitted. 

■  All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  in  regard  to  the  action 
will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for  future 
rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  continue 
to  file  relevant  material  as  it  becomes 
available  in  the  docket  tkfter  the  closing 
date,  and  it  is  recommended  that  inter¬ 
ested  persons  continue  to  examine  the 
docket  for  new  material. 

Comment  closing  date:  November  3, 
1975. 

(Secs.  103,  119,  Public  Law  89-563,  80  Stat. 
718,  15  UA.C.  1392,  1407;  delegation  of  au¬ 
thority  at  49  CPE  1.51  and  49  CPE  501.8) 

Issued  on  August  27, 1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 

IPE  Doc.75-23367  Piled  9-3-75;8;45  am] 


[49CFR  Part  571] 

(Docket  75-24;  Notice  1] 

MOTOR  VEHICLE  SAFETY  STANDARDS 
Proposed  Redefinition  of  "School  Bus" 

This  notice  proposes  amending  the 
definition  of  "school  bus"  in  49  CFR 
571.3,  to  make  it  consistent  with  the 
definition  of  “schoolbus”  used  by  Con¬ 
gress  in  the  Motor  Vehicle  and  School- 
bus  Safety  Amendments  of  1974,  Pub.  L. 
93-492,  which  mandated  the  promulga¬ 
tion  of  Federal  motor  vehicle  safety 
standards  covering  eight  aspects  of 
school  bus  performance. 

Congress  defined  “schoolbus”  as  “a 
passenger  motor  vehicle  which  is  de¬ 
signed  to  carry  more  than  10  passengers 
in  addition  to  the  driver,  and  which  the 
Secretary  determines  is  likely  to  be  sig¬ 
nificantly  used  for  the  purpose  of  trans¬ 
porting  primary,  preprimary,  or  sec¬ 
ondary  school  students  to  or  from  such 
schools  or  events  related  to  such  schools.” 
The  present  definition  in  Part  571  fo¬ 
cuses  on  design  rather  than  use: 
“  ‘School  bus’  means  a  bus  designed  pri¬ 
marily  to  carry  children  to  and  from 
school,  but  not  including  buses  operated 
by  common  carriers  in  urban  transpor¬ 
tation  of  school  children.”  This  defini¬ 
tion  does  not  include  all  the  vehicle  types 
“likely  to  be  significantly  iised”  in 
school  transportation.  Especially  in  the 
case  of  small  van-type  vehicles,  the  fact 
that  the  same  basic  vehicle  may  be  used 


as  a  commercial  delivery  truck,  a  camper, 
a  small  moving  van,  a  family  station 
wagon,  or  a  commuter  bus  as  well  as  a 
school  bus  makes  it  difficult  to  include 
many  van  designs  under  the  existing 
“designed  primarily”  definition.  Yet  van- 
type  vehicles  are  “likely  to  be  signifi¬ 
cantly  used”  in  school  transportation  and 
the  NHTSA  is  therefore  required  to  is¬ 
sue  standards  which  cover  them. 

After  careful  consideration  of  the  al¬ 
ternatives,  the  NHTSA  has  tentatively 
decided  to  define  “school  bus”  accord¬ 
ing  to  the  purpose  for  which  the  bus 
is  sold.  Responsibility  for  complying  with 
safety  standards  applicable  to  school 
buses  would  rest  with  the  seller  who  was 
party  to  the  first  sale  of  a  vehicle  in 
which  either  party  intended  the  vehicle 
to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
children  to  and  from  school  or  related 
events.  'Thus,  if  a  bus  were  equipped  by 
its  manufacturer  with  school  bus  lights, 
painted  school  bus  yellow,  or  labeled  a 
school  bus,  the  manufacturer  would  have 
to  comply  with  all  safety  standards  for 
school  buses.  If  the  bus  were  not  so 
equipped  the  manufacturer  would  not  be 
responsible  for  certification  as  a  school 
bus  unless  he  had  reason  to  know  a 
particular  vehicle  was  “likely  to  be  sig¬ 
nificantly  used”  as  a  school  bus.  A  dealer 
who  took  a  bus  or  MPV  and  painted  it 
yellow  or  added  a  school  bus  lighting 
system  would  be  responsible.  So  would  a 
dealer  knowingly  selling  any  MPV  or  bus 
capable  of  being  converted  and  used  as 
a  school  bus  to  a  school  or  a  school  bus 
contract  operator,  unless  the  buyer  made 
it  clear  that  the  vehicle  would  not  be 
used  to  transport  school  children.  While 
difficult  borderline  cases  may  be 
imagined,  NHTSA  believes  such  instances 
would  prove  rare.  By  focusing  on  the 
intended  use  of  each  vehicle,  nearly  all 
vehicles  which  ought  to  meet  the  school 
bus  standards  would  be  covered,  and 
very  few  vehicles  which  ought  not  to  be 
required  to  meet  them  would  be  affected. 

The  practicality  of  this  definition  de¬ 
pends  to  some  extent  on  the  good  faith 
of  schools  and  other  school  bus  pur¬ 
chasers,  and  also  on  the  present  and 
anticipated  operation  of  the  used  bus 
market  and  the  vehicle  conversion  mar¬ 
ket.  Comments  are  particularly  requested 
that  include  data  and  opinions  con¬ 
cerning  the  effect  on  these  markets  of 
the  proposed  definition. 

In  consideration  of  the  foregoing  it  is 
proposed  that  in  49  CFR  571.3  the  defi¬ 
nition  of  school  bus  be  amended  to  read: 

§  571.3  Definitions. 

(b)  *  *  • 

•  »  ♦  «  • 

“School  bus”  means  a  bus  which  is 
equipped  to  carry  more  than  10  passen¬ 
gers  in  addition  to  the  driver  and  which 
is  sold,  or  introduced,  or  delivered  for 
introduction  in  interstate  commerce,  for 
purposes  that  Include  carrying  students 
to  and  from  school  or  related  events,  but 
does  not  include  buses  designed  and  sold 
for  operation  as  a  common  carrier  In 
urban  transportation. 


Interested  persons  are  invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  comments  on  the  proposal.  Com¬ 
ments  should  refer  to  the  docket  number 
and  be  submitted  to:  Docket  Section, 
National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Admin¬ 
istration,  Room  5108,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20590.  It  is  re¬ 
quested  but  not  required  that  10  copies 
be  submitted. 

All  comments  received  before  the  close 
of  business  on  the  comment  closing  date 
indicated  below  will  be  considered,  and 
will  be  available  for  examination  in  the 
docket  at  the  above  address  both  before 
and  after  that  date.  To  the  extent  pos¬ 
sible,  comments  filed  after  the  closing 
date  will  also  be  considered.  However,  the 
rulemaking  action  may  proceed  at  any 
time  after  that  date,  and  comments  re¬ 
ceived  after  the  closing  date  and  too  late 
for  consideration  in  regard  to  the  action 
will  be  treated  as  suggestions  for  future 
rulemaking.  The  NHTSA  will  continue  to 
file  relevant  material  as  it  becomes  avail¬ 
able  in  the  docket  after  the  closing  date, 
and  it  is  recommended  that  interested 
persons  continue  to  examine  the  docket 
for  new  material. 

Comment  closing  date:  October  20, 
1975. 

Proposed  effective  date:  6  months  after 
publication  of  rule. 

(Sec.  102,  103,  119,  Pub.  L.  89-563,  80  Stat. 
718,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  93-492,  88  Stat. 
1470  (15  U.S.C.  1391,  1392,  1407);  delegations 
of  authority  at  49  CPE  1.51  and  49  CPE 
501.8) 

Issued  on  August  28,  1975. 

Robert  L.  Carter, 
Associate  Administrator, 
Motor  Vehicle  Programs. 
(PE  Doc.75-23366  Piled  9-3-75:8:46  am] 


ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 
[40  CFR  Part  52] 

[PEL  425-8] 

ALABAMA 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of 
Implementation  Plans 

On  May  31,  1972  (37  FR  10842),  the 
Administrator  approved  portions  of  the 
Alabama  plan  to  attain  and  maintain 
the  national  ambient  air  quality  stand¬ 
ards  in  the  State.  Chapter  5  of  the  air 
pollution  control  regulations  included  in 
the  approved  Alabama  plan  provides  for 
the  control  of  sulfur  compound  emis¬ 
sions.  On  August  8,  1974  (39  FR  28528) , 
the  Administrator  approved  changes  in 
Part  5.1,  Fuel  Combustion,  of  this  chap¬ 
ter  except  as  the  new  emission  limits  of 
the  revised  Part  5.1  apply  to  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  Valley  Authority’s  Widows  Creek 
Steam  Plant.  The  State  now  proposes  to 
make  changes  in  Part  5.2,  Sulfuric  Acid 
Plants,  of  its  original  regulations.  The 
latter  changes  were  adopted  by  the  Ala¬ 
bama  Air  Pollution  Control  Commission 
on  April  22, 1975,  after  notice  and  public 
hearing,  and  were  submitted  for  the 
Agency’s  approval  on  July  25,  1975.  The 
purpose  of  the  present  notice  is  to  de- 
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scribe  the  proposed  changes  In  Part  5.2 
and  to  invite  public  comment  on  them. 

The  regulations  dealing  with  sulfuric 
acid  plants  now  read  in  their  entirety 
as  follows: 

5.2  Sulfuric  Acid  Plants.  No  person  shaU 
cause  or  permit  sulfur  dioxide  tail  gas  emis¬ 
sions  from  sulfuric  acid  manufactiiring 
plants  to  exceed  6.6  Ib/ton  of  100  percent 
sulfuric  acid  produced.  The  tail  gas  acid  mist 
emissions  are  not  to  exceed  0.5  Ib/ton  of 
sulfuric  acid  produced  and  the  sulfur  trioxide 
emissions  are  not  to  exceed  0.2  Ib/ton  of  sul¬ 
furic  acid  produced. 

For  existing  sulfuric  acid  plants  in 
operation  on  January  18, 1972,  when  the 
original  regulations  of  the  plan  were 
adc^ted,  tlie  limits  on  acid  mist  and  sul¬ 
fur  txioxide  emissions  would  remain  as 
specified  above.  The  limit  on  SOi  emis¬ 
sions,  however,  would  be  relaxed  to  27 
pounds  per  ton  of  100%  H^SO*  produced, 
except  that  sources  now  emitting  less 
than  27  lb  SO^/ton  100%  H-SOi  would 
not  be  allowed  to  increase  emissions  of 
this  pollutant. 

Also,  new  sulfuric  acid  plants  would  be 
required  to  meet  SO>  and  acid  mist  emis¬ 
sion  limits  equivalent  to  those  specified 
in  the  Agency’s  New  Source  Performance 
Standards  for  this  category  of  sources: 

4  lb  SOi  and  0.15  lb  H2SO4  mist  per  ton 
of  100%  acid  produced  (40  CFR  60.82 
and  60.83) . 

Finedly,  all  sulfuric  acid  plants  would 
be  required  to  install,  calibrate,  main¬ 
tain,  and  operate  equipment  for  the  con¬ 
tinuous  monitoring  and  recording  of 
sulfur  dioxide  emissions.  Such  equipment 
must  be  approved  by  the  State  air  pollu¬ 
tion  control  agency. 

In  connection  with  the  persent  plan 
revision,  the  State  submitted,  in  addi- 
tl(m  to  revised  sulfiur  dioxide  control 
strategy  Information,  diffusion  modeling 
results  for  the  vicinity  of  three  existing 
sources:  Stauffer  Chemical  Company 
and  American  Cyanamid  Company  of 
Mobile  Coimty  and  Swift  Chemical  Com¬ 
pany  of  Dothan.  The  State  asserts  that 
this  supporting  Information  shows  that 
approval  of  the  revision  would  not  in¬ 
terfere  with  the  attainment  and  main¬ 
tenance  of  the  national  ambient  air 
quality  standards  for  sulfur  dioxide. 

Copies  of  the  information  submitted 
by  Alabama  are  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  diuing  normal  business  hours 
at  the  following  locations: 

Air  Programs  Branch 

Air  &  Hazardous  Materials  Division 

Region  IV 

Environmental  Protection  Agency 
1421  Peachtree  Street,  N.E. 

Atlanta,  Georgia  30309 

Alabama  Air  PoUutlon  Control  Commission 
646  South  McDonough  Street 
Montgomery,  Alabama  36104 

Interested  persons  are  encouraged  to 
participate  in  this  rulemaking  by  sub¬ 
mitting  written  comments  on  the  pro¬ 
posed  plan  revision  Just  described.  To  be 
considered,  comments  must  be  received 
on  or  before  October  6. 1975.  After  rele¬ 
vant  cmnments  and  other  available  in¬ 
formation  have  been  welched  In  the 
light  of  requirements  set  forth  in  the 


Clean  Air  Act  and  in  the  Agency’s  im¬ 
plementing  regulations  at  40  cm  Part 
51,  the  Administrator  will  take  action  on 
the  Alabama  proposal. 

(Section  110(a)  of  the  Clean  Air  Act  (42 
U.S.C.  1867c-5(a) ) ) 

Dated:  August  26, 1975. 

Jack  E.  Ravan, 

Regional  Administrator,  Region  IV. 

[FR  Doc.76-23473  FUed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 

[40  CFR  Part  52] 

[FRL  426-5] 

DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 
Proposed  Revision  to  Implementation  Plan 

On  March  20,  1973  [38  PR  7323,  73251, 
the  Administrator  of  the  Environmental 
Protection  Agency  (EPA) ,  acting  in  re¬ 
sponse  to  a  court  order,  notified  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  that  Transportation 
Control  Plans  (TCP’s)  must  be  sub¬ 
mitted  by  April  15,  1973  for  its  portion 
of  the  National  Capital  Air  Quality  Con¬ 
trol  Region  (AQCR).  In  response,  the 
District  of  Columbia  submitted  a  plan 
on  April  20,  1973. 

The  strategies  proposed  included  im¬ 
proved  mass  transit,  parking  disincen¬ 
tives,  emission  inspection  programs  and 
additional  stationary  source  controls. 
Although  portions  of  this  plan  were  ap- 
provable,  the  plan  could  not  be  approved 
in  its  entirety.  On  June  22,  1973  138  PR 
16550,  165561,  the  Administrator  issued 
an  approval/disapproval  notice  contain¬ 
ing  EPA’s  evaluation  of  the  District’s 
plan. 

The  District  of  Columbia  responded  in 
a  timely  fashion  to  correct  some  of  the 
deficiencies  in  its  original  submissions, 
submitting  supplemental  material  on 
July  9  and  July  16, 1973.  Public  comment 
on  these  additional  submissions  was  in¬ 
vited  by  a  Federal  Register  notice  on 
July  18,  1973  [38  FR  191321. 

On  August  2,  1973,  the  Administrator 
published  a  proposed  TCP  for  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia  portion  of  the  National 
Capital  AQCR  [38  PR  207581.  The  pro¬ 
posals  were  lai^ely  based  on  the  material 
submitted  by  the  District  of  Columbia, 
State  of  Maryland,  and  Commonwealth 
of  Virginia.  Public  hearings  on  these 
EPA  proposals  were  held  in  the  District 
on  September  5,  1973. 

Portions  of  the  material  submitted  in 
April  and  July  by  the  District  were  im¬ 
proved  by  the  A^inistrator  on  Decem¬ 
ber  6,  1973  [38  FR  337021.  In  this  same 
notice,  the  Administrator  promulgated  a 
TCP,  which  to  the  maximum  extent  pos¬ 
sible  reflected  the  preferences  of  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia. 

On  May  6, 1975,  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia  submitted  an  amendment  to  the 
'District’s  Implementation  Plan,  along 
with  proof  that  hearings  were  held  on 
December  10,  1974  in  accordance  with 
the  requirements  set  forth  in  40  CFR 
Part  51,  Requirements  for  Preparation, 
Adoption  and  Submittal  of  Implementa¬ 
tion  Plans.  The  submission  Is  somprl^ 
of  a  pilot  bikelane  project,  consisting  of 
immediate  Institution  of  14.87  mUes  of 


bikelanes.  The  bikelanes  are  located  In 
various  parts  of  the  District  and  are  of 
varied  design.  The  Dlstrlet  has  also  re¬ 
quested  that  the  bikelane  program  be 
considered  a  replac^ent  to  the  pilot 
bikelane  project  for  Pennsylvania  Avenue 
set  forth  in  40  CFR  52.491(g) ,  contending 
that  the  pilot  bikelane  project  promul¬ 
gated  by  EPA  would  be  difficult  to  imple¬ 
ment  for  the  following  reasons:  (1)  The 
route  chosen  may  lead  to  traffic,  safety, 
and  fimding  problems,  (2)  the  design 
criteria  set  forth  by  EPA  is  too  stringent. 

This  notice  is  to  advise  the  public  of 
receipt  of  this  amendment  to  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia’s  Implementation 
Plans,  and  to  request  public  comments, 
especially  comments  pertaining  to  the 
adequacy  of  the  network  in  terms  of 
safety  factors  and  user  demand.  Only 
those  comments  received  on  or  before 
October  6,  1975,  will  be  considered.  ’The 
Administrator’s  decision  to  approve  or 
disapprove  this  proposed  revision  will  be 
based  on  whether  it  meets  the  require¬ 
ments  of  section  iro(a)  (2)  (A)  (H)  of  the 
Clean  Air  Act  and  the  requirements  set 
forth  in  40  CFR  Part  61.  If  this  revision 
is  approved,  the  Administrator  will  con¬ 
sider  action  to  rescind  40  CFR  52.491  (g> . 

Copies  of  the  proposed  revision  and  the 
analysis  on  which  it  is  based,  are  avail¬ 
able  for  public  inspection  during  normal 
business  hours  at  the  following  location.s : 

U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency.  Re¬ 
gion  in,  Curtis  Building,  Second  Floor. 
Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets,  Philadelphia. 
Pennsylvania  19106. 

D.C.  Department  of  Environmental  Services. 
Bureau  of  Air  and  Water  Quality  Control. 
Room  liLl,  614  H  Street,  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20001. 

Freedom  of  Information  Center,  U.S.  En¬ 
vironmental  Protection  Agency,  40 1  M 
Street,  8W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460. 

All  comments  should  be  directed  to; 
Howard  H^m,  Chief.  Air  Planning  Branch. 
U.S.  Environmental  Protection  Agency. 
Curtis  Building,  Sixth  and  Walnut  Streets. 
PhUadelphia,  Pennsylvania  19106,  ATI  : 
AH006DC. 

(42  U.S.C.  1867  c-5) 

Dated:  August  25, 1975. 

A.  R.  Morris, 

Acting  Regional  Administrator. 

(FR  Doc.76-23476  Plied  9-3-76,8:45  am) 


[40  CFR  Part  52] 

•  [FRL  425-7] 

FLORIDA 

Approval  and  Promulgation  of  Implemen¬ 
tation  Plans;  Correction  and  Extension 
of  Comment  Period 

In  the  Federal  Register  of  Friday, 
August  15,  1975,  at  page  34408,  the 
Agency  annoimced  as  proposed  rule- 
making  the  State  of  Florida’s  newly 
adopted  regulations  tox  the  control  of 
sulfur  dioxide  emissions  from  fossil-fuel- 
fired  steam  generators.  The  fifth  para- 
gnqih  of  that  notice  should  have  includ¬ 
ed  language  making  it  clear  that  under 
the  terms  of  the  proposed  revision,  own¬ 
ers  of  foesil-fud-flred  steam  generators 
with  a  heat  Input  of  250  million  Btu  per 
hour  or  less  would  have  the  option  of 
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meeting  the  new  limits  proposed  for 
larger  sources  or  of  meeting  12ie  limits 
achievable  throogh  the  application  of 
the  latest  reasonably  available  control 
technology.  In  view  of  this  omission, 
the  comment  period  for  this  Florida  plan 
revision  is  hereby  extended  to  October  6, 
1975. 

Dated:  August  26y  1975. 

Jack  E.  Ravan, 

Regional  Administrator,  Region  IV. 

[PR  Doc.75-23472  Piled  9-3-75;8:45  am] 

[40CFR  Part  52] 

[PRL  425-5] 

APPROVAL  AND  PROMULGATION  OF 
IMPLEMENTATION  PLANS 

Reopening  of  Comment  Period 

This  notice  reopens  for  five  days  the 
public  comment  period  relating  to  the 
April  10,  1975  (40  FR  16218)  proposed 
disapproval  of  Regulation  S,  “Control  of 
Sulfur  Oxides  Emissions”  of  the  “Rules 
and  Regulations  for  the  Control  of  Air 
PoUu^on  in  Idaho.”  A  revised  version  of 
Regulation  S  was  submitted  to  EPA  by 
the  Governor  of  Idaho  as  a  proposed  re¬ 
vision  to  the  Idaho  Air  Quality  Imple¬ 
mentation  Plan  on  January  19,  1975. 
The  public  comment  period  was  extended 
-  once,  to  June  11,  1975,  at  the  request 
of  the  Bunker  Hill  Company,  the  source 
affected  by  Regulation  S  and  by  the 
EPA  proposed  federal  regulation  pub¬ 
lished  on  October  7,  1974  (39  FR  36018). 

On  August  12,  1975,  the  Bunker  Hill 
Company  again  requested  that  the  com¬ 
ment  period  be  reopened  in  order  for 
Bunker  Hill  to  submit  further  informa¬ 
tion  relating  to  the  above  two  proposed 
actions.  EPA  has  determined  that  this 
request  is  reasonable  in  view  of  the  com¬ 
plexity  of  the  proposed  actions.  There¬ 
fore,  EPA  is  reopening  the  comment 
period  for  five  days  only,  September  3 
to  September  8,  1975,  in  order  to  receive 
further  information  from  the  Bunker 
Hill  Company  and  public  comments. 
Comments  should  be  addressed  to  the 
Regional  Administrator,  Region  X,  1200 
Sixth  Avenue,  Seattle,  Washington  98101, 
Attention:  Ms.  K.  Higley.  Cmnments  re¬ 
ceived  will  be  available  for  public  in¬ 
spection  at  the  EPA  Regional  Office  and 
EPA  Headquarters  at  the  Freedom  of 
Information  Center,  Environment^  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  401  M  Street  SW,  Wash¬ 
ington  D.C.  20460,  and  at  the  Kellogg 
Public  Library,  16  West  Market  Avenue, 
Kellogg,  Idaho. 

This  notice  is  issued  under  the  au¬ 
thority  of  section  110  of  the  Clean  Air 
Act,  as  amended.  (42  U.S.C.  1857c-5) . 
Dated:  August  28, 1975. 

Eowaro  F.  Tuerk, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator  for 

Air  and  Waste  Management. 

[FR  Doc.75-23356  Filed  9-3-76;8:45  am] 


FEDERAL  DEPOSIT  INSURANCE 
CORPORATION 
[12CFRPart  341] 

REGISTRATION  OF  TRANSFER  AGENTS 
Notice  of  Proposed  Rule  Making 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Board 
of  Directors  of  the  Federal  Deposit  In¬ 
surance  Corporation  (the  “Corpora¬ 
tion”)  pursuant  to  the  authority  con¬ 
tained  in  Sections  17,  17A(c)  and  23(a) 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
as  amended  (15  U.S.C.  78q)  (the  “Act”), 
is  considering  the  addition  of  a  new  Part 
341  to  Title  12  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations.  Proposed  Part  341  would 
require  each  transfer  agent  for  which 
the  Corporation  is  the  appropriate  reg¬ 
ulatory  agency,  as  defined  in  Section 
3(a)  (34)  (B)^  of  the  Act,  to  file  with  the 
Corporation  an  application  for  registra¬ 
tion  on  Form  TA-1. 

As  amended  by  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments  of  1975  (the  “1975  Act”),* 
the  Act  provides  for  federal  regulation 
of  the  securities  handling  process,  in¬ 
cluding  clearing  agencies,  depositories, 
and  transfer  agents,  with  a  view  to  fa¬ 
cilitating  the  establishment  of  a  national 
system  for  the  prompt  and  accurate 
clearance  and  settlement  of  securities 
transactions. 

Pursuant  to  Section  17A(c)  of  the  Act, 
on  and  after  December  1,  1975,*  it  will 
be  unlawful  for  any  transfer  agent  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  registration  requirements  to 
make  use  of  the  mails  or  any  means  or 
instrumentality  of  interstate  commerce 
to  perform  the  function  of  a  transfer 
agent  unless  registered  with  the  appro¬ 
priate  regulatory  agency  for  such  trans¬ 
fer  agent.  Transfer  agents  for  securities 
registered  under  Section  12  of  the  Act, 
or  for  securities  which  would  be  required 
to  be  registered  under  Section  12  except 
for  the  exemption  from  r^istration  con¬ 
tained  in  subsections  (g)  (2)  (B)  or  (g) 
(2)  (G)  of  Section  12  (which  subsections 

1  Section  3(a)  (34)  (B)  of  the  Act  defines 
the  tenn  “appropriate  regulatory  agency” 
when  used  with  respect  to  a  clearing  agency 
or  transfer  agent  to  be:  "(1)  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency,  in  the  case  of  a  national 
bank  or  a  bank  operating  under  the  Code 
of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  a 
subsidiary  of  any  such  bank;  (11)  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
in  the  case  of  a  State  member  bank  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  a  subsidiary  thereof, 
a  bank  holding  company,  or  a  subsidiary  of 
a  bank  ht^ng  company  which  Is  a  bank 
other  than  a  bank  specified  tn  clause  (1)  or 
(111)  of  this  subparagraph;  (111)  the  F^eral 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  In  the  case 
of  a  [state]  bank  insured  by  the  Federal  De¬ 
posit  Insurance  Cmporation  (other  than  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System),  or 
a  subsidiary  thereof;  and  (Iv)  the  Commis¬ 
sion  In  the  case  of  all  other  clearing  agen¬ 
cies  and  transfer  agents;” 

*  Pub.  L.  94-2d  (June  4, 1975) . 

*  See  §  31  (a)  of  the  1975  Act. 


relate  to  securities  of  investment  com¬ 
panies  and  insurance  companies) ,  are 
subject  to  the  registration  requirement. 

The  term  transfer  agent  is  defined  in 
Section  3(a)  (25)  of  the  Act  to  mean  any 
person  who  engages,  on  behalf  of  an 
issuer  of  securities  or  on  behalf  of  itself 
as  an  issuer  of  securities,  in  (i)  counter¬ 
signing  such  securities  upon  issuance, 
(ii)  monitoring  the  issuance  of  such  se¬ 
curities  with  a  view  to  preventing  un¬ 
authorized  issuance,  a  function  com¬ 
monly  performed  by  a  person  called  a 
registrar,  (iii)  registering  the  transfer 
of  such  securities,  (iv)  exchanging  or 
converting  such  securities,  or  (v)  trans¬ 
ferring  record  ownership  of  securities  by 
bookkeeping  entry  without  physical  is¬ 
suance  of  securities  certificates. 

A  transfer  agent  which  is  a  state  bank 
insured  by  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation  (other  than  a  bank  which 
is  a  member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem)  or  a  subsidiary  thereof  is  required 
to  register  with  the  Federal  Deposit  In¬ 
surance  Corporation. 

Under  the  Act,  a  transfer  agent  regis¬ 
ters  by  filing  with  the  appropriate  regu¬ 
latory  agency,  as  defined  in  Section  3(a) 
(34)  (B)  of  the  Act,  an  application  for 
registration  containing  the  infOTmation 
and  documents  prescribed  by  the  appro¬ 
priate  regulatory  agency.  Registration  of 
transfer  agents  registering  with  the  Cor¬ 
poration  will  become  effective  thirty  days 
after  receipt  of  the  application  for  regis¬ 
tration  by  the  Corporation  unless  the 
Corporation  takes  affirmative  action  to 
accelerate,  deny  or  postpone  the  registra¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  17A(c),  Filings  with  the  Cor¬ 
poration  pursuant  to  Part  341  shall  con¬ 
stitute  filings  with  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  in  accordance  with 
Section  17(c)  (1)  of  the  Act. 

A  transfer  agent  for  which  the  Cor¬ 
poration  is  the  appropriate  regulatory 
agency  will  be  required  to  apply  for  reg¬ 
istration  with  the  Corporation  on,  and 
in  accordance  with,  the  instructions 
contained  in  proposed  Form  TA-1.  Within 
ten  calendar  days  following  the  date  on 
which  any  information  contained  in 
items  1-5  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inac¬ 
curate,  misleading  or  incomplete,  the 
registrant  will  be  required  to  file  an 
amendment  to  Form  TA-1  correcting  the 
Inaccurate,  misleading  or  incomplete  in¬ 
formation.  Within  thirty  calendar  days 
following  the  close  of  any  calendar  year 
quarter  (beginning  with  the  calendar 
quarter  ending  March  31,  1976)  during 
which  the  information  reported  at  items 
6-7  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inaccurate, 
incomplete  or  misleading,  the  registrant 
shall  file  an  amendment  on  Form  TA-1 
correcting  the  inaccurate,  incomplete  or 
misleading  information.  Form  TA-1  shall 
constitute  a  “report”  or  “application” 
within  the  meaning  of  Sections  17,  17A 
(c)  and  32(a)  of  the  Act. 

Form  TA-1  is  designed  to  identify,  and 
to  provide  basic  information  related  to 
transfer  agents  and  to  aid  in  the  develop- 
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ment  of  appropriate  regulatory  stand¬ 
ards.  The  information  requested  includes 
the  name  of  the  registrant,  the  address 
of  the  principal  place  of  the  registrant’s 
business,  the  address  of  the  principal  of¬ 
fice  (s)  for  transfer  agent  activities,  the 
registrant’s  form  of  organization,  the 
types  of  transfer  agent  activities  engaged 
in  by  the  registrant,  the  names  of  Issues 
for  which  the  registrant  acts  as  transfer 
agent  (or  co-transfer  agent)  or  registrar 
(or  co-registrar),  the  nature  and  extent 
of  their  registrant’s  insurance  coverage 
relating  to  transfer  agent  activities  and 
certain  operational  data  pertaining  to 
the  registrant’s  transfer  agent  activities. 

Comments  on  proposed  Form  TA-1 
may  include  comments  on  the  format 
of  the  Form. 

Note:  Form  TA-1  appears  with  the 
proposed  rules  of  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency  appearing  elsewhere  in  this  is¬ 
sue.  Form  TA-1  is  also  filed  with  the 
original  of  this  document. 

The  text  of  the  proposed  Part  341  is 
as  follows: 

PART  341— REGISTRATION  OF 
TRANSFER  AGENTS 

Sec. 

341.1  Scope. 

341.2  Application  for  Registration  as  Trans- 

fecAgent. 

341 .3 — 341 .9  Reserved. 

341.10  Form  for  Registration  as  a  Transfer 

Agent  (Form  TA-1 ) . 

§  341.1  Scope. 

The  requirements  of  this  part  are 
adopted  pursuant  to  Sections  17,  17A(c) 
and  23(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act 
of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78)  (the  “Act”)  and 
apply  to  all  state  nonmember  banks,  or 
subsidiaries  of  such  banks,  that  act  as 
transfer  agent  for  securities  registered 
under  Section  12  of  the  Securities  Ex¬ 
change  Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  781) ,  or  for 
securities  which  would  be  required  to  be 
registered  except  for  the  exemption  from 
registration  contained  in  subsections  (g) 
(2)(B)  or  (g)(2)(G)  of  Section  12  of 
that  Act  (which  subsections  relate  to  se¬ 
curities  of  Investment  companies  and  in¬ 
surance  companies) . 

§  341.2  Application  for  Registration  as 

Transfer  Agent. 

(a)  Req,uirement  of  application.  An 
application  for  registration,  pursuant  to 
Section  17A(c)  of  the  Act,  of  a  transfer 
agent  for  which  the  Corporation  is  the 
appropriate  regulatory  agency,  as  defined 
In  Section  3(a)  (34)  (B)  of  the  Act,  shall 
be  filed  with  the  Corporation  on  Form 
TA-1,  in  accordance  with  the  instruc¬ 
tions  contained  therein. 

(b)  Effective  date.  The  filing  of  any 
amendment  to  an  application  for  reg¬ 
istration  as  a  transfer  agent  pursuant  to 
paragraph  (a)  of  this  Section,  which  reg¬ 
istration  has  not  become  effective,  shall 
not  postpone  the  effective  date  of  the  reg¬ 
istration  unless  the  Corporation  takes 
affirmative  action  to  deny  or  postpone  the 
registration  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Section  17A(c)  of  the  Act. 

(c)  Required  amendments.  Within  ten 
calendar  days  following  the  date  on 
which  any  Information  reported  at  items 


1-5  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inaccurate, 
misleading  or  Incomplete,  the  registrant 
shall  file  an  amendment  on  Form  TA-1 
correcting  the  inaccurate,  misleading  or 
incomplete  information.  Within  thirty 
calendar  days  following  the  close  of  any 
calendar  quarter  (beginning  with  the 
calendar  quarter  ending  March  31, 1976) 
during  which  the  information  reported  at 
items  6-7  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inaccu¬ 
rate,  incomplete  or  misleading,  the  reg¬ 
istrant  shall  file  an  amendment  on  Form 
TA-1  correcting  the  inaccurate,  incom¬ 
plete  or  misleading  information. 

(d)  Constitute  reports.  Every  regis¬ 
tration  or  amendment  filed  pursuant  to 
this  part  shall  constitute  a  “report”  or 
“application”  within  the  meaning  of  Sec¬ 
tions  17,  17A(c),  and  32(a)  of  the  Act. 

§§  341.3-341.9  [Reserved] 

§  341.10  Form  for  Registration  as  a 
Transfer  Agent  (Form  TA— 1). 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  on  proposed  Part  341 
and  Form  TA-1  to  the  Office  of  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Secretary,  Federal  Deposit  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation,  Washington,  D.C. 
20429,  no  later  than  September  30,  1975. 
All  comments  received  will  be  made 
available  for  pubUc  inspection  and  copy¬ 
ing  during  regular  business  hours. 

By  Order  of  the  Board  of  Directors, 
August  28, 1975. 

Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation, 
f  SEAL  1  Alan  R.  Miller, 

Executive  Secretary. 
tFR  r)oc.75-23454  Piled  9-3-76:8:46  amj 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 
[  12  CFR  Part  208  ] 

llteg.  H] 

MEMBERSHIP  OF  STATE  BANKING 
INSTITUTIONS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Pursuant  to  authority  of  sections  17,. 
T7A  and  23(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange 
Act  of  1934  (15  U.S.C.  78q,  q-1  and  w) 
(“Act”),  the  Board  of  Governors  pro¬ 
poses  to  amend  its  Regulation  H,  “Mem¬ 
bership  of  State  Banking  Institutions  in 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,”  (12  CFR 
208)  to  require  that,  on  or  after  Decem¬ 
ber  1,  1975,^  no  State  member  bank  or 
any  of  its  subsidiaries  shall  act  as  a 
transfer  agent,  as  defined  in  section  3(a) 
(25)  of  the  Act,  with  respect  to  any 
security  registered  under  section  12  of 
the  Act  or  which  would  be  required  to 
be  registered  except  for  the  exemption 
from  registration  provided  by  subsection 
(g)  (2)  (B)  or  (g)  (2)  (G)  of  that  section, 
unless  it  has  registered  with  the  Board 
in  conformity  with  the  requirements  of 
Form  TA-1.’ 


iSee  S  31(a)  of  Pub.  L.  94r-29  (June  4, 
1976). 

>A  copy  of  Form  TA-1  Is  filed  as  part  of 
the  original  document.  Copies  are  available 
on  request  to  the  Board  Ol  Oovemors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  Washington,  D.O. 
20661,  or  to  any  Federal  Reserve  Bank. 


Tills  amendment  relating  to  State 
member  banks  is  proposed  to  assist  in 
the  development  of  a  modem  nationwide 
system  for  the  safe  and  efficient  handling 
of  securities  transactions  in  a  manner 
which  best  serves  the  financial  commu¬ 
nity  and  the  investing  public.  Congress 
has  directed  the  Board  to  regulate  cer¬ 
tain  transfer  agent  activities  to  facili¬ 
tate  this  purpose.  Form  TA-1  is  designed 
to  provide  basic  Information  related  to 
transfer  agents  required  to  register  with 
the  Board  in  order  to  aid  in  the  de¬ 
velopment  of  appropriate  regulatory 
standards. 

Pursuant  to  the  amendment,  a  new 
paragraph  (f)  would  be  added  to  §  208.8, 
as  set  forth  below: 

§  208.8  Banking  practices. 

*  «  *  *  • 

(f)  State  member  banks  as  transfer 
agents.  (1)  On  or  after  December  1, 1975, 
no  State  member  bank  or  any  of  its  sub¬ 
sidiaries  shall  act  as  a  transfer  agent,  as 
defined  in  section  3(a)  (25)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  (“Act”)  with 
respect  to  any  security  registered  under 
section  12  of  the  Act  or  which  would  be 
required  to  be  registered  except  for  the 
exemption  from  registration  provided  by 
subsection  (g)  (2)  (B)  or  (g)  (2)  (G)  of 
that  section,  unless  it  shall  have  filed 
a  registration  statement  with  the  Board 
in  conformity  with  the  requirements  of 
Form  TA-1,  which  registration  state¬ 
ment  shall  have  become  effective  as  here¬ 
inafter  provided.  Any  registration  state¬ 
ment  filed  by  a  State  member  bank  or  its 
subsidiary  shall  become  effective  on  the 
thirtieth  day  after  filing  with  the  Board 
unless  the  ^ard  takes  affirmative  action 
to  accelerate,  deny  or  postpone  such 
registration  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
vision  of  17A(c)  of  the  Act.  Such  filings 
with  the  Board  will  constitute  filings 
with  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Com¬ 
mission  for  purposes  of  section  17(c)  (1) 
of  the  Act. 

(2)  If  the  information  contained  in 
Items  1-5  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inac¬ 
curate,  misleading  or  incomplete  for  any 
reason,  the  bank  or  its  subsidiary  shall, 
within  ten  calendar  days  thereafter  file 
an  amendment  to  Form  TA-1  correcting 
the  Inaccurate,  misleading  or  incomplete 
information.  Within  thirty  calendar  days 
following  the  close  of  any  calendar  year 
quarter  (beginning  with  the  calendar 
year  quarter  ending  March  31,  1976), 
during  which  the  Information  reported 
at  Items  6-7  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  in¬ 
accurate,  misleading  or  incomplete  the 
bank  or  its  subsidiary  shall  file  an 
amendment  to  Form  TA-1  correcting  the 
inaccurate,  misleading  or  incomplete  in¬ 
formation.  Each  registration  statement 
on  Form  TA-1  or  amendment  thereto 
shall  constitute  a  “report”  or  “applica¬ 
tion”  within  the  meaning  of  section  17, 
17A(c)  and  32(a)  of  the  Act. 

To  aid  in  consideration  of  this  matter 
by  the  Board,  Interested  persons  are  in¬ 
vited  to  submit  relevant  data,  views,  or 
argumoits  concerning  the  proposed 
amendment  and  registration  statement. 
Any  such  material  should  be  submitted 
in  writing  to  the  Secretary,  Board  of 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40.  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  4,  1975 


40858 


PROPOSEO  RULES 


Governors  of  th«  Fedend  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem,  WashinertoB,  D.C.  20551,  to  be  re¬ 
ceived  iM)4  later  tban  September  39, 1975. 
Such  material  whl  be  made  available 
for  izispectiaD  and  copying  upon  request, 
except  as  provided  in  9  261.6(a)  of  the 
Board’s  Rules  Regarding  Availability  of 
Information  (12  CFR  261.6(a)). 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors, 
August  25,  1975. 

[SEAX]  ThZODOBE  E.  AUJSOR, 

Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[PR  Ddc.75-23456  Filed  9-3-76:8:45  am] 

SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION 

[  17  CFR  Parts  240  and  249  ] 

[Release  No.  34-11622;  File  No.  87-583] 

REGISTRATION  OF  TRANSFER  AGENTS 
Proposed  Rule  and  Related  Form 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  tlie  Se¬ 
curities  and  Exchange  Commissiem  (the 
“Commission’')  has  under  consideration 
a  proposal  to  adopt  Rule  17Ac2-l,  17  CFR 
240.17Ac2-l,  and  related  Form  TA-1 
under  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934  (the  “Act”),  15  USC  78a  et  aeq. 

Proposed  Rule  17Ac2-l  would  require 
each  transfw  agent  for  which  the  Com¬ 
mission  is  the  appropriate  regulatory 
agency,  as  defined  in  Section  3(a)  (34) 
(B)^  of  the  Act,  to  file  with  the  Commis¬ 
sion  an  application  for  registration  on 
Form  TA-1. 

Background 

As  amended  by  the  Securities  Acts 
Ammdments  of  1975  (the  “1975  Act”), 
which  was  signed  into  law  on  June  4, 
1975,*  the  Act  provides  for  federal  regu¬ 
lation  of  the  securities  handling  process, 
including  clearing  agmcles,  depositmles, 
and  transfer  agents,  with  the  view  to 
facilitating  the  establishment  of  a  na¬ 
tional  system  for  the  prompt  and  ac¬ 
curate  clearance  and  settlement  of  se¬ 
curities  transactions.  In  some  areas  the 
Commission’s  authority  is  exclusive;  in 
other  areas,  the  Commission’s  authority 
is  shared  with  federal  bank  regulatory 
agencies  (i.e.,  the  Board  of  Governors  of 


*  Section  3(a)  (34)  (B)  of  the  Act  defines 
the  term  "appropriate  regulatory  agency” 
when  used  with  respect  to  a  clearing  agency 
or  transfer  agent  to  be:  “(1)  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency,  In  the  case  of  a  national 
bank  or  a  bank  operating  under  the  Code 
of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  a 
subsidiary  of  any  such  bank;  (11)  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
In  the  case  of  a  State  member  bank  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  a  subsidiary  thereof, 
a  bank  holding  company,  or  a  subsidiary  of 
a  bank  holding  company  which  is  a  bank 
other  than  a  bank  specified  In  clause  (1)  or 
(111)  of  this  subparagraph;  (111)  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  In  the  case 
of  a  bank  Insured  by  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corp^atlon  (other  than  a  mem¬ 
ber  of  the  Pbderal  Reserve  System),  or  a 
subsidiary  thereof;  and  (lv>  the  Commis¬ 
sion  Us  the  case  of  aU  other  clearing  agencies 
and  transfer  agents;  ” 
vptrtJ.  L.  94-29  (June  4, 1975) . 


the  Federal  Reserve  System,  the  Comp- 
troU«:  of  the  Curroicy,  and  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corpearation) . 

One  ct  the  areas  in  which  the  Cmn- 
mission  and  the  federal  bank  regulatory 
agencies  have  shared  regulatory  author¬ 
ity  is  the  registration  of  transfer  agents. 

Pursuant  to  Section  17A(c)  of  the  Act, 
on  and  after  December  1,  1975,*  it  will  be 
unlawful  for  any  transfer  agent  subject 
to  the  registration  requirements  to  make 
use  of  the  mails  or  any  means  or  instru¬ 
mentality  ctf  interstate  commerce  to  per¬ 
form  the  functioii  d  a  transfer  agent 
unless  registered  with  the  ai^ropriate 
regulatory  agency  for  such  transfer 
^ent.  Transfer  agents  for  securities  reg¬ 
istered  under  Section  12  of  the  Act,  or 
for  securities  which  would  be  required  to 
be  registered  under  Section  12  except  for 
the  exemption  from  registration  con¬ 
tained  in  subsections  (g)  (2)  (B)  or  (g) 
(2)  (G)  of  Section  12  (which  subsections 
relate  to  seciuities  of  investment  com¬ 
panies  and  insurance  companies),  are 
subject  to  the  registration  requirement. 

The  term  “transfer  agent”  is  defined  in 
Section  3(a)  (25)  of  the  Act  to  mean  any 
person  who  engages,  on  behalf  of  an 
Issuer  of  securities  cm  behalf  of  itself 
as  an  issuer  of  securities,  in  (i)  counter¬ 
signing  such  securities  upon  issuance, 
(ii)  monitoring  the  issuance  of  such 
securities  with  a  view  to  preventing  un¬ 
authorized  issuance,  a  function  common¬ 
ly  performed  by  a  person  called  a  regis¬ 
trar,  (iii)  registering  the  transfer  of  such 
securities,  (iv)  exchanging  or  converting 
such  securities,  or  (v)  transferring  record 
ownership  of  securities  by  bookkeeping 
entry  without  physical  issuance  of  secu¬ 
rities  certificates.  The  term  “transfer 
agent”  does  not  include  any  Insurance 
company  or  separate  account  which  per¬ 
forms  such  functions  solely  with  respect 
to  variable  annuity  contracts  or  variable 
life  policies  which  it  issues  or  any  regis¬ 
tered  clearing  agrency  which  perforins 
such  functions  solely  with  respect  to 
options  contracts  which  it  issues. 

A  transfer  agent  which  is  a  national 
bank  or  a  subsidiary  of  any  such  bank 
or  a  bank  operating  under  the  Code  of 
Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia  or  a 
subsidiary  of  any  such  bank  is  required 
to  register  with  the  Comptroller  of  the 
Currency.  A  transfer  agent  which  is  a 
State  member  bank  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System  or  a  subsidiary  of  any  such 
bank,  a  bank  holding  company  or  a  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  a  bank  holding  company  which 
is  a  bank  *  (other  than  a  bank  which  is 
required  to  register  with  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency  or  the  Federal  Deposit 
Insurance  Corporation)  is  required  to 
register  with  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System.  A  transfer 
agent  which  is  a  bank  insured  by  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 


»See  Section  31(a)  of  the  1975  Act. 

*  Section  3(a)  (34)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
for  purposes  of  that  section  the  terms  "bank 
holding  ctMnpany”  and  "sub^dlary  erf  a  bank 
bolding  company”  have  the  meanings  given 
them  in  Section  2  of  the  Bank  Holding  Com¬ 
pany  Act  of  1956. 


(other  than  a  bank  which  is  a  member 
bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  S3rstem)  or 
a  sub^ddiary  thereof  is  required  to  regis¬ 
ter  with  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation.  All  other  transfer  agents 
are  required  to  register  with  the  Com¬ 
mission. 

Under  the  Act,  a  transfer  agent  regis¬ 
ters  by  filing  with  the  apprt^riate  regu¬ 
latory  agency  an  application  for  registra¬ 
tion  containing  information  and  docu¬ 
ments  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
regulatory  agency.  Registration  of  a 
transfer  agent  b^omes  effective  thirty 
days  after  receipt  of  the  application  for 
registration  by  the  appropriate  regula¬ 
tory  agency  for  the  transfer  agent,  unless 
the  appropriate  regulatory  agency  takes 
affirmative  action  to  accelerate,  deny  or 
postpone  the  registration  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  Section  17A(c) . 

Each  federal  bank  regulatory  agency 
is  publishing,  concurrently  with  the 
publication  of  this  rule  and  i^istration 
statement,  a  substantially  similar  rule 
and  an  identical  registration  statement 
for  transfer  agents  which  are  required 
to  register  with  that  agency. 

Proposed  Rule  17Ac2-1 

Pursuant  to  proposed  Rule  17Ac2-l,  a 
transfer  agent  for  which  the  Commission 
is  the  appropriate  regulatory  agency  will 
be  required  to  apply  for  registration  with 
the  Commission  on,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  instructions  contained  in.  Form 
TA-1.  The  filing  of  any  amendment  to 
£in  application  for  registration,  which 
has  not  become  effective,  will  postpone 
the  effective  date  of  the  registration  until 
the  thirtieth  day  after  the  date  on  which 
the  amendment  was  filed,  iinless  the 
Commission  takes  afBrmative  action  to 
accelerate,  deny  or  posiaxine  the  registra¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  Act. 

Within  ten  calendar  days  following  the 
date  on  which  any  information  contained 
In  items  1-5  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  in¬ 
accurate,  misleading  or  Incomplete,  the 
registrant  will  be  required  to  file  an 
amendment  to  Form  TA-1  correcting  the 
inaccurate,  misleading  or  Incomplete  In¬ 
formation.  Within  thirty  calendar  days 
following  the  close  of  any  calendar  year 
quarter  (beginning  with  the  calendar 
quarter  ending  March  31,  1976)  during 
which  the  information  reported  at  items 
6-7  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inaccurate, 
incomplete  or  misleading,  the  registrant 
shall  file  an  amendment  on  Form  TA-1 
correcting  the  inaccurate,  incomplete  or 
misleading  information.  Form  TA-1  shall 
constitute  a  “report”  or  “application” 
within  the  meanings  of  Sections  17,  17A 
(c)  and  32(a)  of  the  Act. 

Proposed  Form  TA-1 

Form  TA-1  will  be  a  common  form  for 
the  registration  of  all  transfer  agents  re¬ 
quired  to  register  under  the  Act.  Form 
TA-1  is  designed  to  identify,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  basic  information  related  to,  trans¬ 
fer  agents  and  to  aid  in  the  develop¬ 
ment  of  appropriate  regulatory  stand¬ 
ards.  The  information  requested  includes 
the  name  of  the  registrant,  the  address 
of  the  principal  place  of  the  registrant’s 
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business,  the  address  of  the  principal 
officers)  for  transfer  a^ent  activities,  the 
name  of  the  person  In  charge  of  the 
registrant’s  transfer  agent  activities,  the 
registrant’s  form  of  organization,  the 
types  of  transfer  agent  activities  engaged 
in  by  the  registrant,  the  names  of  issues 
for  which  the  registrant  acts  as  transfer 
agent  (or  co-transfer  agent)  or  registrar 
(or  co-registrar) ,  the  nature  and  extent 
of  the  registrant’s  insurance  coverage  re¬ 
lating  to  transfer  agent  activities  and 
certain  operational  data  pertaining  to 
the  registrant’s  transfer  agent  activities. 

Comments  on  proposed  Form  TA-1 
may  include  comments  on  the  format 
of  the  Form. 

Statutory  Basis 

Proposed  Rule  17Ac2-l  and  Form  TA-1 
thereunder  would  be  adopted  pui'suant 
to  Sections  2.  17,  17A  and  23(a)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  15 
U.S.C.  78b,  78q,  78q-l  and  78w(a) . 

The  text  of  proposed  Rule  17Ac2-l 
(§  240.17AC2-1)  follows: 

§  240.17Ac2— 1  Application  for  registra¬ 
tion  of  transfer  agents. 

(a)  An  application  for  registration, 
pursuant  to  Srction  17A(c)  of  the  Act,  of 
a  transfer  agent  for  which  the  Commis¬ 
sion  is  the  appropriate  regulatory  agency, 
as  defined  in  section  3(a)  (34)  (B)  of  the 
Act,  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission 
on  Form  TA-1,  in  accordance  with  the 
instructions  contained  therein. 

(b)  The  filing  of  any  amendment  to 
an  application  for  registration  as  a 
transfer  agent  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  rule,  which  registration  has 
not  become  effective,  shall  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  the  registration  until  the 
thirtieth  day  following  the  date  on  which 
the  amendment  is  filed  unless  the  Com¬ 
mission  takes  affirmative  action  to  ac¬ 
celerate,  deny  or  postpone  the  registra¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
section  17A(c)  of  the  Act. 

(c)  Within  ten  calendar  days  follow¬ 
ing  the  date  on  which  any  information 
reported  at  items  1-5  of  Form  TA-1  be¬ 
comes  inaccurate,  misleading  or  incom¬ 
plete,  the  registrant  shall  file  an  amend¬ 
ment  on  Form  TA-1  correcting  the  in¬ 
accurate,  misleading  or  incomplete  infor¬ 
mation.  Within  thirty  calendar  days  fol¬ 
lowing  the  close  of  any  calendar  year 
quarter  (beginning  with  the  calendar 
quarter  ending  March  31,  1976)  during 
which  the  information  reported  at  items 
6-7  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inaccurate, 
incomplete  or  misleading,  the  registrant 
shall  file  an  amendment  on  Form  TA-1 
correcting  the  inaccurate,  incomplete  or 
misleading  information. 

(d)  Every  registration  or  amendment 
filed  pursuant  to  this  rule  shall  constitute 
a  “report”  or  “application”  within  the 
meanings  of  section  17, 17A(c)  and  32(a) 
of  the  Act 

Section  249.__  is  proposed  to  be  amend¬ 
ed  as  follows: 


§  249. _  Form  TA— 1,  for  application 

for  regMtration  as  a  transfer  agent 
pursuant  tio  section  17A(c)  of  the 
Securities  Excliange  Act  of  1934,  or 
to  amend  such  application. 

This  form  shall  be  used  for  application 
for  x-egistration  as  transfer  agent  pursu¬ 
ant  to  section  17A(c)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934,  or  to  amend  such 
application. 

Note. — Copies  of  proposed  Form  TA-1  have 
been  filed  with  the  Office  of  the  Federal 
Register  as  part  of  this  document.  Additional 
copies  will  be  available  on  request  from  the 
Securities  and  Exchange  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20549. 

All  interested  persons  are  invited  to 
submit  their  views  on  proposed  Rule 
17Ac2-l  and  Form  TA-1  to  CJeorge  A. 
Fitzsimmons,  Secretary,  Securities  and 
Exchange  Commission,  500  North  Capitol 
Street,  Washington,  D.C.  20549,  no  later 
than  September  29,  1975.  Reference 
should  be  made  to  F^e  No.  S7-583.  All 
comments  received  will  be  subject  to  pub¬ 
lic  inspection. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal!  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

August  28,  1975. 
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DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency 
[12CFRPart9] 

FIDUCIARY  POWER  OF  NATIONAL  BANKS 
AND  COLLECTIVE  INVESTMENT  FUNDS 

Notice  of  Proposed  Rulemaking 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Comp¬ 
troller  of  the  Currency  (the  “Comptrol¬ 
ler”)  pursuant  to  Sections  17,  17A  and 
23(a)  of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of 
1934,  as  amended  (Secs.  14,  IS  and  18  of 
Pub.  L.  94-29,  89  Stat.  137,  141  and  155 
115  U.S.C.  78q,  78q-l  and  78w])  (the 
“Act”)  prop>oses  to  add  a  new  §  9.20  and 
related  Form  TA-1  to  Part  9  of  Title  12  of 
the  Code  of  Federal  Regulations. 

Proposed  1 9.20  would  require  each 
transfer  agent  for  which  the  Comptroller 
is  the  appropriate  regxilatory  agency,  as 
defined  in  Section  3(a)  (34)  (B)^  of  the 
Act,  to  file  with  the  Comptroller  an  ap¬ 
plication  for  registration  on  Foim  TA-1. 

Background 

As  amended  by  the  Securities  Acts 
Amendments,  of  1975  (the  “1975  Act”), 
which  was  approved  on  June  4,  1975,* 
the  Act  provides  for  federal  regulation 
of  the  securities  handling  process,  in¬ 
cluding  clearing  agencies,  .fiepositories, 
and  transfer  agents,  with  the  view  to 
facilitating  the  establishment  of  a  na¬ 
tional  system  for  the  prompt  and  accur¬ 
ate  clearance  and  settlement  of  securities 
transactions.  In  some  areas  the  Secu¬ 
rities  and  Ebcchange  Commission’s 
(“SEC”)  authority  is  exclusive;  in  other 


areas,  the  SEC’s  authority  is  shared  with 
federal  bank  regulatory  agencies  (t.e.,  the 
Comptroller,  the  Board  of  Governors  of 
the  Federal  Reserve  System,  and  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insuruxce  Corporation) . 

One  of  the  areas  in  which  the  Comp¬ 
troller  and  the  SEC  have  shared  regula¬ 
tory  authority  is  the  registration  of 
transfer  £xgents. 

Pursuant  to  Section  17A(c)  of  the  Act, 
on  and  after  December  1, 1975,*  it  will  be 
unlawful  for  any  transfer  agent  subject 
to  the  registration  requirements  to  make 
use  of  the  mails  or  any  means  or  instru¬ 
mentality  of  interstate  commerce  to  per¬ 
form  the  f imction  of  a  transfer  agent  un¬ 
less  registered  with  the  appropriate  reg¬ 
ulatory  agency  for  such  transfer  agent. 
Transfer  agents  for  securities  registered 
under  Section  12  of  the  Act,  or  for 
securities  which  would  be  required  to  be 
registered  under  Section  12  except  for 
the  exemption  from  registration  con¬ 
tained  in  subsections  (g)  (2)  (B)  or  (g) 
(2)  (G)  of  Section  12  (which  subsections 
relate  to  securities  of  investment  com¬ 
panies  and  Insurance  companies),  are 
subject  to  the  registration  requirement. 

The  term  transfer  agent  is  defined  in 
Section  3(a)  (25)  of  the  Act  to  mean  any 
person  who  engages,  on' behalf  of  an 
issuer  of  securities  or  on  behalf  of  itself 
as  an  issuer  of  securities.  In  (1)  counter¬ 
signing  such  securities  upon  issuance, 
(ii)  monitoring  the  issuance  of  such 
securities  witti  a  view  to  preventing  im- 
authorized  issuance,  a  function  com¬ 
monly  performed  by  a  person  called  a 
registrar,  (iii)  registering  the  transfer  of 
such  securities,  (iv)  exchanging  or  con¬ 
verting  such  securities,  or  (v)  trans¬ 
ferring  record  ownership  of  securities  by 
bookkeeping  entry  without  physiesd  is¬ 
suance  of  securities  certificates.  The 
term  transfer  agent  does  not  include  any 
insurance  company  or  separate  account 
which  performs  such  fimctions  solely 
with  respect  to  variable  annuity  con¬ 
tracts  or  variable  life  policies  which  it 
issues  or  any  registered  clearing  agency 
which  performs  such  functions  solely 
with  respect  to  options  contracts  which 
it  issues. 

A  transfer  agent  which  is  national  bank 
or  a  subsidiary  of  any  such  bank  or  bank 
operating  under  the  Code  of  Law  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  or  a  subsidiary  of 
any  such  bank  is  required  to  register  with 
the  Comptroller.  A  transfer  agent  which 
is  a  State  member  bank  of  the  Federal 
Reserve  System  or  a  subsidiary  of  any 
such  bank,  a  bank  holding  company  or  a 
subsidiary  of  a  bank  holding  company 
which  is  a  bank*  (other  than  a  bank 
which  is  required  to  register  with  the 
Comptroller  or  the  Federal  Deposit  In¬ 
surance  Corporation)  is  required  to  reg¬ 
ister  with  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System.  A  transfer 
agent  which  Is  a  bank  insured  by  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation 
(other  than  a  bank  which  Is  a  member 
bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System)  or 
a  subsidiary  thereof  Is  required  to  reg- 
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Ister  with  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation.  All  other  transfer  agents 
are  required  to  register  with  the  SEC, 
Under  the  Act,  a  transfer  agent  reg¬ 
isters  by  filing  with  the  appropriate  reg¬ 
ulatory  agency  an  application  for  reg¬ 
istration  containing  information  and 
documents  prescribed  by  the  appropriate 
regulatory  agency.  Registration  of  a 
transfer  agent  becomes  effective  thirty 
days  after  receipt  of  the  application  for 
registration  by  the  appropriate  regula¬ 
tory  agency  for  the  transfer  agent,  im- 
less  the  appropriate  regulatory  agehcy 
takes  afi&rrnative  action  to  accelerate, 
deny  or  postpone  the  registration  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  Section 
17A(c). 

Each  federal  bank  regulatory  agency 
and  the  SEC  is  publishing,  concurrently 
with  the  publication  of  tiie  regulation 
and  registration  statement,  a  substan¬ 
tially  similar  regulation  and  an  Identi¬ 
cal  registration  statement  for  transfer 
agents  which  are  required  to  register 
with  that  agency. 

Proposed  §  9.20 

Pursuant  to  proposed  §  9.20,  a  trans¬ 
fer  agent  for  which  the  Comptroller  is 
the  appropriate  regulatory  agency  will  be 
requir^  to  apply  for  registration  with 
the  Comptroller  on,  and  in  accordance 
with  the  Instructions  contained  in,  Form 
TA-1.  The  filing  of  any  amendment  to  an 
application  for  registration,  which  has 
not  beoMne  effective,  will  postpone  the 
effective  date  of  the  registration  until  the 
thirtieth  day  after  the  date  on  which 
the  amendment  was  filed,  imless  the 
Comptroller  takes  affirmative  action  to 
accelerate,  deny  or  postpone  the  regis¬ 
tration  in  accordance  with  the  Act.  With¬ 
in  ten  calendar  days  following  the  date 
on  which  any  Information  contained  in 
items  1-5  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inac- 
ciu^te,  misleading  or  incomplete,  the 
registrant  will  be  required  to  file  an 
amendment  to  Form  TA-1  correcting 
the  inaccurate,  misleading  or  incomplete 
information.  Within  thirty  calendar  days 
following  the  close  of  any  calendar  year 
quarter  (beginning  with  the  calendar 
quarter  ending  March  31,  1976)  during 
which  the  information  reported  at  items 
6-7  of  Form  TA-1  beccmies  Inaccurate, 
Incomplete  or  misleading,  the  registrant 
shall  file  an  amendment  on  Form  TA-1 
correcting  the  inaccurate,  Incomplete  or 
misleading  information.  Form  TA-1  shall 
constitute  a  “r^jort”  or  “application’* 
within  the  meanings  of  Sections  17,  17A 
(c)  and  32(a)  of  the  Act 

Proposed  Form  TA-1 

Form  TA-1  will  be  a  common  form  for 
the  registration  of  all  transfer  agents 
required  to  register  under  the  Act  Form 
TA-1  is  designed  to  Identify,  and  to  pro¬ 
vide  basic  Information  relate  to,  trans¬ 
fer  agents  and  to  aid  in  the  development 
of  appn^riate  regulatory  standards,  TTie 
information  requested  includes  the  name 
of  the  registrant  the  address  of  the  prin¬ 
cipal  place  of  the  r^dstrant’s  business, 
the  address  of  the  principal  office  (s)  for 
transfer  agent  activities,  the  name  of  the 
person  in  charge  of  the  registrant’s 


transfer  agent  activities,  the  registrant’s 
form  of  organization,  the  tsres  of  trans¬ 
fer  agent  activities  engaged  in  by  the 
registrant,  the  names  of  issues  for  which 
the  registrant  acts  as  transfer  agent  (or 
co-transfer  agent)  or  registrar  (or  co¬ 
registrar)  ,  the  nature  and  extent  of  the 
registrant’s  insurance  coverage  relating 
to  transfer  agent  activities  and  certain 
operational  data  pertaining  to  the  reg¬ 
istrant’s  transfer  agent  activities. 

Comments  on  proposed  Form  TA-1 
may  include  comments  on  the  format  of 
the  Form. 

Statutory  Basis 

Proposed  §  9.20  and  Form  TA-1  there¬ 
under  would  be  adopted  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  17,  17A  and  23(a)  of  the  Securities 
Exchange  Act  of  1934. 

Comments 

All  interested  parties  are  Invited  to 
submit  comments  in  writing  to  C,  West¬ 
brook  Murphy,  Deputy  Comptroller  for 
Law  and  Chief  Counsel,  Office  of  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  Washing¬ 
ton,  DC  20219,  to  be  received  not  later 
than  September  29,  1975.  Such  comment 
material  will  be  made  available  to  the 
public  for  inspection  and  copying  upon 
request  except  as  provided  in  S  4.16(a) 
of  the  Comptroller’s  rules  concerning  the 
availability  of  information. 

Dated:  August  28,  1975. 

[seal]  James  E.  Smith, 

Comptroller  of  the  Currency, 
Administrator  of  National  Banks. 

It  is  proposed  to  amend  12  CFR  Part 
9  by  adding  a  new  §  9.20,  read  as 
follows: 

§  9.20  Registration  of  National  Bank 
Transfer  Agents.  • 

(a)  An  application  for  registration, 
pursuant  to  Section  17A(c)  of  the  Se¬ 
curities  Exchange  Act  of  1934,  as 
amended  (the  “Act”) ,  of  a  transfer  agent 
for  which  the  Comptroller  is  the  appro¬ 
priate  regulatory  agency,  as  defined  in 
Section  3(a)  (34)  (B)  of  the  Act,  shall  be 
filed  with  the  Comptroller  on  Form  TA- 
1,  in  accordance  with  the  instructions 
contained  therein. 

(b)  The  filing  of  any  amendment  to 
an  application  for  registration  as  a 
transfer  agent  pursuant  to  paragraph 
(a)  of  this  section,  which  registration 
has  not  become  effective,  shall  postpone 
the  effective  date  of  the  registration  imtil 
the  thirtieth  day  following  the  date  on 
which  the  amendment  is  filed  unless  the 
Comptroller  takes  affirmative  action  to 
accelerate,  deny  or  postpone  the  registra¬ 
tion  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
Section  17A(c)  of  the  Act. 

(c)  Within  ten  calendar  days  follow¬ 
ing  the  date  on  which  any  information 
reported  at  items  1-5  of  Form  TA-1 
broomes  inaccurate,  misleading  or  in- 
comidete,  the  registrant  shall  file  an 
amendment  on  Form  TA-1  correcting  the 
inaccurate,  misleading  or  incomplete  in¬ 
formation.  Within  thirty  calendar  days 
following  the  close  of  any  calendar  year 
quarter  (beginning  with  the  calender 
quarter  ending  March  31,  1976)  during 


which  the  information  reported  at  items 
6-7  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inaccurate, 
incomplete  or  misleading,  the  registrant 
shall  file  an  amendment  on  Form  TA-1 
correcting  the  inaccurate,  incomplete  or 
misleading  information. 

(d)  Every  registration  or  amendment 
filed  pursuant  to  this  rule  shall  consti¬ 
tute  a  “report”  or  “application”  within 
the  meanings  of  Sections  17, 17A(c)  and 
32(a)  of  the  Act. 

***** 

Footnotes 

^Section  3(a)  (34)  (B)  of  the  Act  defines 
the  term  “appropriate  regulatory  agency” 
when  used  with  respect  to  a  clearing  agency 
or  transfer  agent  to  be:  “(1)  the  Comptroller 
of  the  Currency,  in  the  case  of  a  national 
bank  or  a  bank  operating  imder  the  Code 
of  Law  for  the  District  of  Columbia,  or  a  sub¬ 
sidiary  of  any  such  bank;  (li)  the  Board 
of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System, 
in  the  case  of  a  State  member  bank  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  a  subsidiary  there¬ 
of,  a  bank  holding  company,  or  a  subsidiary 
of  a  bank  holding  company  which  is  a  bank 
other  than  a  bank  specified  in  clause  (1) 
or  (ill)  of  this  subparagraph:  (ill)  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  in  the 
case  of  a  bank  Insured  by  the  Federal  De¬ 
posit  Insmance  (Corporation  (other  than  a 
member  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System) ,  or 
a  subsidiary  thereof;  and  (Iv)  the  Commis¬ 
sion  in  the  case  of  all  other  clearing  agen¬ 
cies  and  transfer  agents;” 

»  Pub.  L.  94-29  (June  4,  1975) 

» See  Section  31  (a)  of  the  1975  Act. 

*  Section  3  (a)  (34)  of  the  Act  provides  that 
for  purposes  of  that  section  the  terms  “bank 
holding  company”  and  “subsidiary  of  a  bank 
holding  company”  have  the  meanings  given 
them  in  Section  2  of  the  Bank  Holding 
Company  Act  of  1956. 

Form  TA-1 

UNIFORM  FORM  FOR  REGISTRATION  AS  A  TRANS¬ 
FER  AGENT  AND  FOR  AMENDMENT  TO  REGIS¬ 
TRATION  AS  A  TRANSFER  AGENT  PURSUANT  TO 
SECTION  17A  OF  THE  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE 
ACT  OP  1934  (THE  "ACT”). 

I.  General  Instructions  for  Preparing  and 
Filing  Form  TA-1 

1.  Form  TA-1  is  to  be  used  to  apply  for 
registration  and  to  amend  registration  with 
the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Cur¬ 
rency,  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Cor¬ 
poration  or  the  Secnirities  and  Exchange 
Commission.  The  respective  addresses  for 
filing  are  included  as  a  separate  page  follow¬ 
ing  these  instructions. 

2.  A.  A  transfer  agent  which  is  a  national 
bank  or  a  subsidiary  of  any  such  bank  or  a 
bank  operating  under  the  Code  of  Law  for  the 
District  of  Columbia  or  a  subsidiary  of  any 
such  bank  is  required  to  register  with  the 
Comptroller  of  the  Currency. 

B.  A  transfer  agent  which  is  a  State  mem¬ 
ber  bank  at  the  Federal  Reserve  System  or 
a  subsidiary  of  any  such  bank,  a  bank 
holding  (x>mpany  or  a  subsidiary  of  a  bank 
holding  company  which  is  a  bank  (other 
than  a  bank  which  is  required  to  register 
with  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency  or  the 
Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation)  is 
required  to  register  with  the  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System. 

C.  A  transfer  agent  which  is  a  bank 
insured  by  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
(Corporation  (other  than  a  bank  which  is 
a  member  bank  of  the  Federal  Reserve  Sys¬ 
tem)  or  a  subsidiary  thereof  is  required  to 
register  with  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance 
Corporation. 
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3.  Six  copies  of  Form  TA-1,  Schedule  A 
and  any  attachments  are  to  be  completed 
and  filed  with  the  appropriate  regulatory 
agency  for  the  transfer  agent,  as  set  forth 
in  instruction  2  immediately  above.  An  exact 
copy  should  be  retained  for  your  records. 
Copies  of  Form  TA-1  and  Schedule  A  may 
be  obtained  from  any  of  the  agencies  listed 
on  the  pages  following  these  instructions. 
Copies  of  Form  TA-1  and  Schedule  A  may 
be  mechanically  duplicated  and  are  ac¬ 
ceptable  for  filing  provided  an  original,  man¬ 
ual  signature  ^is  affixed  in  response  to  item 
13  of  Form  TA-1  on  each  copy.  Form  TA-1 
and  Schedule  A  may  be  duplicated  by  any 
method  producing  legible  copies,  of  type 
size  identical  to  that  in  the  Form,  on  good 
quality,  unglazed,  white  paper,  8  Vi  x  11 
inches  in  size. 

4.  If  Form  TA-1  is  filed  by  a  corporation, 
it  shall  be  signed  in  the  name  of  the  cor¬ 
poration  by  a  principal  officer  duly  author¬ 
ized:  if  it  is  filed  otherwise  than  by  a  eor- 
poration,  it  shall  be  signed  by  a  duly  author¬ 
ized  principal  of  the  organization  filing  the 
Form. 

5.  If  the  space  provided  for  any  answer 
on  Form  TA-1  is  insufficient,  the  complete 
answer  shall  be  prepared  on  Schedule  A, 
which  shall  be  attached  to  the  Form. 

6.  Individuals’  names,  except  for  executing 
signatures,  shall  be  given  in  full  wherever 
required  (last  name,  first  name,  middle 
name).  The  full  middle  name  is  required. 
Initials  are  not  acceptable  unless  the  indi¬ 
vidual  legally  has  only  an  initial. 

7.  A  Form  TA-1  which  is  not  prepared  and 
executed  in  compliance  with  applicable  re¬ 
quirements  may  be  returned  as  not  accept¬ 
able  for  filing.  However,  acceptance  of  Form 
TA-1  shall  not  constitute  any  finding  that  it 
has  been  filed  as  required  or  that  the  infor¬ 
mation  submitted  is  true,  current,  or 
complete. 

8.  Unless  the  context  otherwise  requires, 
“registrant”  means  the  entity  on  whose  be¬ 
half  Form  TA-1  is  filed,  whether  as  a  regis¬ 
tration  or  as  an  amendment  to  a  previously 
filed  Form  TA-1. 

9.  The  information  contained  in  Form  TA-1 
shall  be  amended  upon  the  happening  of  cer¬ 
tain  events  (See  instruction  12  relating  to 
amendments  to  Form  TA-1 ) , 

10.  Section  17(c)(1)  of  the  Act,  among 
other  things,  requires  every  transfer  agent 
who  files  a  registration  form  or  amendment 
thereto  with  the  Board  of  Governors  of  the 
Federal  Reserve  System,  the  CX>mptroller  of 
the  Currency  or  the  Federal  Deposit  Insur¬ 
ance  Corporation  to  file  a  copy  of  such  regis¬ 
tration  form  or  amendment  with  the  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission.  The  Securi¬ 
ties  and  Exchange  Commission  and  the  fed¬ 
eral  bank  regulatory  agencies  have  developed 
procedures  pursuant  to  which  the  federal 
bank  regulatory  agencies  will  transmit  a 
copy  of  any  registration  form  or  amendment 
filed  with  them  to  the  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission.  Accordingly,  such  filings 
with  the  federal  bank  regulatory  agencies  by 
transfer  agents  for  which  the  Commission  is 
not  the  appropriate  regiilatory  agency  will 
constitute  filings  with  the  Commission  for 
purposes  of  Section  17(c)  (1)  of  the  Act. 

II.  Instructions  Relating  to  Filing  Form  TA-1 

as  a  Registration  Form 

11.  If  Form  TA-1  is  being  filed  as  a  regis¬ 
tration  forni,  all  applicable  items  are  required 
to  be  answered  In  full.  If  any  item  is  not 
applicable,  respond  with  “none"  or  “N/A” 
(not  applicable) ,  as  appropriate. 

III.  Instructions  Relating  to  Filing  Form  TA-1 

as  an  Amendment  to  a  Registration  Form 

12.  Within  ten  calendar  days  following  the 
date  on  which  information  reported  at  items 


1-5  of  Form  TA-1  becomes  inaccurate,  in¬ 
complete  or  misleading,  the  registrant  shall 
file  an  amendment  on  Form  TA-1  correcting 
the  Inaccurate,  Incomplete  or  misleading  in¬ 
formation.  Within  thirty  calendar  days  fol¬ 
lowing  the  close  of  any  calendar  year  quarter 
(beginning  with  the  calendar  quarter  ending 
March  31.  1976)  during  which  the  informa¬ 
tion  reported  at  items  6-7  of  Form  TA-1 
becomes  inacctirate.  incomplete  or  mislead¬ 
ing,  the  registrant  shall  file  an  amendment 
on  Form  TA-1  correcting  the  inaccurate,  In¬ 
complete  or  misleading  information. 

13.  If  an  item  is  amended,  the  registrant 
must  answer  all  other  items  on  the  page  on 
which  the  amended  item  appears  and  must 
file  the  new  page  and  a  properly  executed 
page  6.  Unless  Schedule  A  or  an  attachment 
is  being  amended,  it  is  not  necessary  to  file 
a  new  Schedule  A  or  attachment  pertaining 
to  an  unamended  item  on  a  page  which  is 
filed  because  it  contains  an  amended  item. 


IV.  Instructions  as  to  SPECIFIC  ITEMS  on 
Form  TA-1 

14.  Item  1 — Indicate  the  agency  with  which 
Form  TA-1  is  to  be  filed  and  whether  the 
Form  is  filed  as  a  registration  or  an  amend¬ 
ment. 

15.  Item  2(a) — Include  a  street  addres.s; 
post  office  box  numbers  alone  are  not  accept¬ 
able. 

16.  Item  6 — A  separate  schedule  or  com¬ 
puter  run  providing  the  information  called 
for  by  this  item  may  be  attached. 

17.  Item  13 — ^Item  13  must  include  an 
original,  manual  signature. 

V.  Instructions  Relating  to  SCHEDULE  A 

18.  Schedule  A  may  be  used  if  the  space 
provided  for  any  answer  on  Form  TA-1  is 
insufficient. 

(There  would  be  inserted  at  this  point 
a  list  of  each  of  the  agencies  where  copies 
of  Form  TA-1  may  be  obtained  and  with 
which  this  Form  may  be  filed  and  the  correct 
mailing  address  for  each.) 


I'OKM  TA-1 


POKM  TA-1— I  KIPOHM  FORM  FOR  REGISTRATION  AS  A  TRANSFER  AGENT  AND  FOR  AMENDMENT  TO  REOISTR  \TloN  AS  A 
TRANSFER  AGENT  PURSUANT  TO  SECTION  17A  OF  SECURITIES  EXCHANGE  ACT  OF  1934 


G  E  N  F.  K  A  L:  Form  TA-1  Is  to  be  used  to  register  as  a  transfer  agent  and  to  amend  registration  as  a  transfer  agent  willi 
the  Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System,  the  Comptroller  of  the  Currency,  the  Federal 
Deposit  Insurance  Corporation  or  the  Securities  and  Exchange  Commission  pursuant  to  Section  17A 
of  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934  (the  “Act”).  Read  all  instructions  before  preparing  the  form. 
Please  print  or  type  all  responses. 


1.  This  Form  is  filed  with  ..  _  _ _ _ _ as 

(name  of  agency) 

A  registration _ _  An  amendment _ _ 

2.  (a)  Exact  name,  principal  business  address,  mailing  address,  if  <iineic.ni,  and  telephone  number  of  registrant : 

Full  name  of  registrant:  IRS  Empl.  Ident.  No.; 


Name  under  which  transfer  agent  activities  are  conduelcd,  if  different: 


If  name  of  registrant  is  hereby  amend^,  state  name  under  which  registered  previously: 

if  name  under  which  transfer  agent  activities  are  conducted  is  bweby  ametaded,  state  name  given  previously : 


Address  of  principal  place  of  business: 

Number  and  Street  City,  tltate  ZipTcode 

Mailing  Address,  if  different; 

Number  and  Street  ~  City  ~  State  Zip  Code 


Telephone  Number: 


(Area  Code)  (Telephone  Number)  * 

(b)  Address  of  Principal  Oflice(s)  for  Transfer  Agent  Activities: 

Number  and  Street  City  '  State  Zip  Code 


(c)  N ame,  title,  mailing  address  and  telephone  number  of  person  in  charge  of  registrant’s  transfw  agent  activities : 


Name  Title 


Number  and  Street  City  State  Zip  Code 


Tel^ifaone  Number: 


(Area  Code)  (Telephone  Number) 

Registrant  agrees  and  consents  that  the  notice  of  any  proceeding  under  the  Act  involving  registrant  may  be 
given  by  sending  such  notice  by  registered  or  certified  mail  or  confirmed  telegram  to  the  person  named,  at 
the  address  given,  in  response  to  item  2(c). 


4.  (a)  If  registrant  is  a  corporation  or  a  national  association; 

Date  and  jurisdiction  of  organization; 

DATE; _ ^ _  JURISDICTION; _ 

(b)  If  registrant  is  not  a  corporation  or  a  national  association,  describe  on  Schedule  A  the  form  of  organization 
under  which  registrant  conducts  its  business  and  identify  the  jurisdiction  in  which  r^strant  is  organized. 

6.  Does  registrant  have  any  arrangement  with  any  person  under  which,  with  regard  to  registrant’s  transfer 
agent  activities,  such  other  person  processes,  keeps  or  maintains  any  records  or  accounts  of  r^^rant  or  Issuers 
relating  to  transfer  agent  services; 


If  the  answer  Is  “yes,”  furnish  on  Schedule  A,  as  to  each  such  arrangement,  the  full  name  and  principal  busi¬ 
ness  address  of  the  other  person  and  a  brief  summary  of  each  such  arrangement.  As  used  in  this  question,  the 
term  person  includes  any  individual  corporation,  partnership,  association,  joint  stock  company,  business 
trust,  unincorporated  organization,  or  any  other  entity. 
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6.  List  issues  serviced  as  transfer  agent,  co-transfer  agent,  registrar  or  co-registrar,  as  tlie  terms  are  commonly 
used  in  the  transfer  agent  industry.  For  each  issue  provide  the  following  information: 


Name  of  CUSIP 
Issue  Number 


Issuer 


Indicate  capacity  or  capacities 
in  which  registrant  acts  for 
issue  (transfer  agent,  co¬ 
transfer  agent,  registrar,  co¬ 
registrar) 


Identity  of  co-transfer  ^ents 
co-registrars  or,  if  registrant 
is  a  co-transfer  s^ent  or  co¬ 
registrar,  of  principal  transfer 
agent  or  registrar 


7. 


8.  (a) 


Check  below  types  of  business  activities  engaged  in  by  registrant; 

(a) -  Countersigning  securities  upon  issuance  _ 

(b)  Monitoring  the  issuance  of  securities  with  a  view  to  preventing  unauthorized  issuance,  a 

fimction  commonly  performed  by  a  person  called  a  registrar  _ 

(c)  Registering  the  transfer  of  securities  _ 

(d)  Exchanging  or  converting  securities  _ 

(e)  Transferring  record  ownership  of  securities  by  bookkeeping  entry  without  physical  issuance 

of  securities  certificates  _ 

(f)  Activities  related  to  transfer  {^ent  functions: 

(1)  Acting  as  divided  disbursing  agent  or  paying  c^ent  «■  _ 

(2)  Effecting  dividend  reinvestment  _ 

(3)  Processing  stock  subscriptions  _ 

(4)  Mailing  of  stockholders  notices,  proxies  and  other  materials  _ 

(6)  Other  activities  (give  details  on  Schedule  A).  _ 

With  regard  to  transfer  agent  activities,  please  provide  the  following  information  regarding  the  type  of 
insurance  carried: 

Amount  of  Amount  of 

Type  of  Insurance  Coverage  Deductible 


Yes  No 


1.  Blanket  Bund  _  _  $ _  $ _ 

2.  FldeUty  ,  _  _  _  _ 

3.  Errors  and  Omissions  _  _  _  _ 

4.  Mail  Policy  _  _  _  _ 

5.  Air  Courier  _  _  _ { _  _ 

6.  Lost  Instrument  _  _  _  _ 

7.  Other  (please  specify  on  Schedule  A)  _  _  _  _ 

(b)  If  registrant’s  transfer  agent  activities  are  not  covered  by  insurance,  has  provision  been  made  for  self- 

insurance?  Yes _  No _ If  yes,  indicate  on  Schedule  A  the  provisions  made  for  self-insurance  (e.g., 

accounting  reserve  or  funded  reserve)  and  the  amount  thereof. 


9.  If  registrant  is  not  a  bank  insured  by  the  Federal  Deposit  Insurance  Corporation,  please  answer  items  (a) 
and  (b)  below: 

(a)  Are  the  registrant’s  transfer  agent  activities  subject  to  regulation  by  a  state  or  political  subdivision?  (If 
yes,  specify  name  of  agency). 

_  Yes  _ No 

Name  of  State  or  Political  Subdivision  Name  of  Agency 


(b)  Have  the  r^istrant’s  transfer  agent  activities  been  the  subject  of  periodic  examinations  by  an  agency  of  a 
state  or  political  subdivision?  (it  yes,  specify  name  of  agency.) 

_  Yes  _  No 

Name  of  State  or  Political  Subdivision  Name  of  Agency 


10.  (a)  Is  registrant  audited  by  an  independent  public  accountant? 

_  Yes'  _ No 

(b)  If  audited,  does  the  audit  include  a  review  of  internal  controls  related  to  transfer  agent  activities? 

_  Yes  _ No 

(c)  Fiscal  year  of  registrant - 

11.  (a)  What  are  registrant’s  internal  policies  and  procedures  for  reconciling  differences  in  its  transfer  agent  opera¬ 

tions?  (Please  describe  on  Schedule  A.) 

(b)  What  is  registrant’s  normal  period  for  reconciling  differences  in  its  transfer  agent  operations? 

(c)  As  of  September  30, 1975,  did  registrant  have  any  differences  beyond  its  normal  period  for  reconciling  differ¬ 
ences  in  its  transfer  agent  operations? 

_ Yes  _ No 

(d)  If  answer  to  (c)  is  “yes,”  Indicate  as  of  September  30, 1975,  the  number  of  issues  out  of  proof  beyond  the  regis¬ 
trant’s  normal  period  for  reconciling  differences  and,  for  each  issue,  the  number  and  market  value  of  the  shares 
by  which  the  i^ue  is  out  of  proof. 

12.  (a)  How  many  employees  does  registrant  have  engaged  in  transfer  agent  activities? 


(b)  How  many  years  has  registrant  performed  transfer  agent  activities? 


(c)  Indicate  the  average  monthly  number  of  certificates  issued  during  each  of  the  following  calendar  quarters: 

Average  Monthly 
Number  of  Certificates 

Period  Issued 


1.  October  1,  1974-December  31, 1974 

2.  January  1,  1975-March  31, 1975 

3.  April  1, 1975-June  30, 1975 

4.  July  1, 1975-September  30, 1975 

(d)  Does  registrant  act  as  a  transfer  agent  solely  for  Its  own  securities? 

_ Yes  _ No 

(e)  Does  registrant  act  as  a  transfer  agent  solely  for  securities  of  a  person,  as  defined  in  item  5  of  Form  TA-1,  that 
controls,  or  is  controlled  by,  or  is  under  common  contixd,  with  the  registrant? 

_ Yes  _ No 
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13.  EXECUTION:  Tbe  Registrant  submitting  tliis  Form,  its  Sciicdules  and  its  attachments  and  the  person 
by  whom  it  is  executed  represent  hereby  that  all  information  contained  herein  is  true,  current  and  com^te. 
It  Is  understood  that  til  required  items,  Schedules  and  attachments  are  consideTed  integral  parts  ol  this 
Form  and  that  the  submisidon  of  any  amendment  represents  that  til  unamended  items.  Schedules  and  attach¬ 
ments  remain  true,  current  and  complete  as  previously  submitted. 


Dated  the _ 


day  of. 


(Name  of  Transfer  Agent) 


(Manual  signature  of  Principal  Ofliccr  or  duly  authorized  Principal) 


(Title) 


ATTENTION— Intentional  misstatements  or  omissions  of  facts  constitute  Federal  Criminal  Viola¬ 
tions.  (See  18  ur.S.C.  1001  and  16  U.S.C.  78(f(a)) 


Schedule  A  or  Foem  TA-l 


1.  Full  name  of  Registrant  exactly  as  stated  in  Item  2(a)  of  Form  TA-l. 


Item  of  Form  (Identify) 

Answer 

(PR  Doc.75-23455  Piled  9-3-75;8:45  anal 


KDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  4,  197S 


40864 


notices 


This  section  of  the  FEDERAL  REGISTER  contains  documents  other  than  rules  or  proposed  rules  that  are  applicable  to  the  public.  Notices 
of  hearings  and  investigations,  committee  meetings,  agency  decisions  and  rulings,  delegations  of  authority,  filing  of  petitions  and  applications 
and  agency  statements  of  organization  and  functions  are  examples  of  documents  appearing  in  this  section. 


DEPARTMENT  OF  STATE 

Agency  for  International  Development 

HOUSING  GUARANTY  PROGRAM  FOR 
CHILE 

Information  for  Investors 

The  Agency  for  International  Develop¬ 
ment  (‘‘A.IX).”)  is  advising  the  Central 
Bank  of  Chile  (the  “Borrower”)  that 
A.I.D.  is  prepared  to  guaranty  repayment 
of  principal  and  interest  on  a  loan  in  an 
amount  not  to  exceed  $25  million  by  an 
eligible  U.S.  Investor  to  the  Borrower. 
The  amount  of  this  loan  will  be  in  addi¬ 
tion  to  a  loan  in  an  amount  up  to  $30 
million  which  A.I.D.  previously  an- 
noimced  for  the  information  of  inves¬ 
tors  in  the  Federal  Register  of  July  25, 
1975. 

A.I.D.’s  guaranty  will  be  subject  to  ex¬ 
ecution  of  an  agreement  by  an  eligible 
U-S.  Investor  acceptable  to  A.I.D.  for  the 
loan  and  subject  to  the  satisfaction  of 
certain  further  terms  and  conditions  by 
the  Borrower.  The  guaranty  will  be 
backed  by  the  full  faith  and  credit  of 
the  United  States  of  America  and  will 
be  issued  pursuant  to  authority,  con¬ 
tained  in  section  222  of  the  Foreign 
Assistance  Act  of  1961,  as  amended  (the 
Act).  Proceeds  of  the  loan  will  be  used 
to  finance  housing  for  lower  income  fam¬ 
ilies  organized  In  cooperatives. 

Eligible  investors  interested  in  extend¬ 
ing  a  guaranteed  loan  to  the  Borrower 
should  communicate  promptly  with: 

Edgar  Mann,  Central  Bank  of  C^hlle,  c/o 
CORFO,  VDorld  Trade  Center  Building,  Suite 
6151,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048;  telephone  212- 
466-6705. 

Investors  eligible  to  receive  a  guaranty 
are  those  specified  in  section  238(c)  of 
the  Act.  They  are:  (1)  U.S.  citizens;  (2) 
domestic  corporations,  partnerships,  or 
associations  substantially  beneficially 
owned  by  U.S.  citizens;  (3)  foreign  cor¬ 
porations  whose  share  capital  is  at  least 
95  percent  owned  by  U.S.  citizens;  and 
(4)  foreign  partnerships  or  associations 
wholly  owned  by  U.S.  citizens. 

To  be  eligible  for  a  guaranty,  the  loan 
must  be  repayable  in  full  no  later  than 
the  thirtieth  anniversary  of  the  first 
disbursement  of  the  principal  amount 
thereof  and  the  Interest  rate  may  be  no 
higher  than  the  maximum  rate  to  be 
established  by  A.I.D. 

Information  as  to  eligibility  of  in¬ 
vestors  and  other  aspects  of  the  A.I.D. 
housing  guaranty ‘program  can  be  ob¬ 
tained  from: 

Director,  Office  of  Housing,  Agency  for  In¬ 
ternational  Development,  Boom  300E,  SA-2, 
Washington,  D.C.  20523. 

This  notice  is  not  an  offer  by  A.I.D. 
or  by  the  Borrower.  The  Borrower  and 


not  A.I.D.  will  select  a  lender  and  negoti¬ 
ate  the  terms  of  the  proposed  loan. 

Peter  M.  Kimm, 
Director  of  Housing,  Agency  for 
International  Development. 

August  26,  1975. 

IFR  Doc.75-23402  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  TREASURY 
Internal  Revenue  Service 
COMMISSIONER'S  ADVISORY  GROUP 
Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Public  Law  92- 
463,  a  meeting  of  the  Commissioner’s 
Advisory  Group  will  be  held  on  Septem¬ 
ber  17  and  18, 1975,  beginning  at  10  a.m. 
in  Room  3313,  Internal  Revenue  Build¬ 
ing,  1111  Constitution  Avenue,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20224.  The  agenda  will 
Include  various  topics  concerning  the 
procedures  and  operations  of  the  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Service. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
It  is  to  be  held  in  a  room  accommodat¬ 
ing  50  people.  In  addition  to  discussion 
of  agenda  topics  by  Committee  Members, 
there  will  be  time  for  statements  by  non¬ 
members.  Persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements  should  so  advise  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  prior  to  the  meeting  to 
aid  in  scheduling  the  time  available.  Any 
interested  person  may  file  a  written 
statement  for  consideration  by  the  Com¬ 
mittee  by  sending  it  to  the  Executive 
Secretary,  Room  3011,  Internal  Revenue 
Building,  1111  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20224. 

Donald'C.  Alexander, 
Commissioner. 

[FR  Doc.75-23433  Filed  8-29-75;4:01  pm] 


SMALL  BUSINESS  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  10(a)(2)  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act,  Public  Law  92-463, 
a  meeting  of  the  Internal  Revenue  Serv¬ 
ice  Small  Business  Advisory  Committee 
will  be  held  on  October  1  and  2,  1975, 
beginning  at  10  a.m.  in  Room  3313,  In¬ 
ternal  Revenue  Building,  11 11 ‘Constitu¬ 
tion  Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20224.  The  agenda  will  include  various 
topics  concerning  the  tax  problems  of 
small  businesses. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
It  is  to  he  held  in  a  room  accommodating 
50  people.  In  addition  to  discussion  of 
agenda  topics  by  Committee  Members, 


there  will  be  time  for  statements  by  non¬ 
members.  Persons  wishing  to  make  oral 
statements  should  so  advise  the  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary  prior  to  the  meeting  to  aid 
in  scheduling  the  time  available.  Any  in¬ 
terested  person  may  file  a  written  state¬ 
ment  for  consideration  by  the  Commit¬ 
tee  by  sending  it  to  the  Executive  Secre¬ 
tary,  Room  3011,  Internal  Revenue 
Building,  1111  Constitution  Avenue, 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20224. 

Donald  C.  Alexander, 

Commissioner. 

IFR  Doc.75-23434  Filed  8-29-75:4:01  pm] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  JUSTICE 

Antitrust  Division 

UNITED  STATES  V.  THE  CLEVELAND 
TRUST  COMPANY 

Proposed  Consent  Judgment  and 
Competitive  Impact  Statement 

Notice  is  hereby  given  pursuant  to  the 
Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 
15  U.S.C.  §  16(b)-(h),  that  a  proposed 
consent  judgment  and  a  competitive  im¬ 
pact  statement  as  set  out  below  have 
been  filed  with  the  United  States  Dis¬ 
trict  Court  for  the  Northern  District  of 
Ohio  in  Civil  Action  No.  C-70-301,  the 
United  States  of  America  v.  The  Cleve¬ 
land  Trust  Company.  The  original  com¬ 
plaint  in  this  case  alleged  that  the  effect 
of  Cleveland  Trust’s  stock  holdings  in 
Acme-Cleveland  Corp.,  Pneumo-Dynam¬ 
ics  Corp.,  Warner  &  Swasey  Company, 
and  "White  Consolidated  Industries,  Inc., 
major  manufacturers  of  automatic  ma¬ 
chine  tools,  may  have  been  to -substan¬ 
tially  lessen  competition.  It  further  al¬ 
leged  that  Cleveland  Trust  Company 
officers  served  on  the  boards  of  directors 
of  Pneumo-Dsmamics,  W  &  S,  and  White 
in  violation  of  Section  8.  The  claims  as¬ 
serting  a  violation  of  Section  7  and  Sec¬ 
tion  8  (with  resE>ect  to  Pneumo-Dynam¬ 
ics)  were  dismi^ed  by  the  court  on  July 
31,  1974. 

The  proposed  judgment  prohibits  The 
Cleveland  Trust  Company  from  permit¬ 
ting  any  of  its  officers  to  sit  on  the 
boards  of  directors  of  both  Warner  & 
Swasey  Co.  and  White  Consolidated  In¬ 
dustries,  so  long  as  these  corporations,  or 
their  subsidiaries,  engage  in  the  machine 
tool  businesses  as  defined  in  the  proposed 
judgment.  The  defendant  is  further  en¬ 
joined,  until  January  1, 1985,  from  allow¬ 
ing  any  of  its  officers  to  sit  on  the  boards 
of  directors  of  two  or  more  companies 
listed  in  the  proposed  judgment,  as  well 
as  unnamed  new  entrants  which  com¬ 
pete  in  the  specified  machine  tool  lines. 
Public  comments  are  Invited  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  3,  1975.  Such  comments 
and  responses  thereto  will  be  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  and  filed  with 
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the  Court.  Comments  should  be  directed 
to  John  A.  Weedon,  Chief,  Great  Lakes 
Field  Office,  995  Celebrezze  Federal  v 
Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199. 

Dated:  August  28,  1975. 

Thomas  E.  Kauper, 

Assistant  Attorney  General, 
Antitrust  Division. 

United  States  District  Court,  Northern 
District  of  Ohio,  Eastern  Division 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  The 
Cleveland  Trust  Company,  Defendant;  Civil 
Action  No.  C70-301:  Filed:  August  28,  1976. 

STIPULATION 

It  Is  Stipulated  by  and  between  the  luider- 
slgned  parties,  by  their  respective  attorneys, 
that: 

1.  A  final  Judgment  in  the  form  hereto  at¬ 
tached  may  be  filed  and  entered  by  the 
Court,  upon  the  motion  of  either  party  or 
upon  the  Court’s  own  motion,  at  any  time 
after  compliance  with  the  requirements  of 
the  Antitrust  Procedures  and  Penalties  Act, 

15  U.S.C.  S  16,  and  without  further  notice 
to  either  party  or  other  proceedings,  pro¬ 
vided  that  plaintiff  has  not  withdrawn  its 
consent,  which  it  may  do  at  aiiy  time  before 
the  entry  of  the  proposed  final  judgment  by 
serving  notice  thereof  on  defendant  and  by 
filing  that  notice  with  the  Court.  ‘ 

2.  In  the  event  plaintiff  withdraws  its  con¬ 
sent  or  if  the  proposed  final  Judgment  is  not 
entered  pursuant  to  this  stipulation,  this 
stipulation  shall  be  of  no  effect  whatever 
and  the  making  of  this  stipulation  shall  be 
without  prejudice  to  plaintiff  and  defendant 
in  this  and  any  other  proceeding. 

For  the  Plaintiff: 

Thomas  E.  Kauper,  Assistant  Attorney 
General;  William  E.  Swope,  Charles 
F.  B.  McAleer,  John  A.  Weedon,  Jill 
Nickerson,  Attorneys,  Department 
of  Justice;  PTnnk  B.  Moore,  Robert 
S.  Zuckerman,  David  F.  Hils, 
Robert  A.  McNew,  Gerald  H.  Rubin, 
Susan  B.  Cyphert,  Attorneys,  De¬ 
partment  of  Justice. 

Dated:  August  28, 1975. 

For  the  Defendant: 

Richard  W.  Pogue, 
Jones,  Day.  Reavis  Pogue. 

FINAL  JUDGMENT 

United  States  of  America,  Plcilntiff,  v.  The 
Cleveland  Trust  Company,  Defendant;  Civil 
Action  No.  C70-301;  Judge  Frank  J.  Battistl 
Plaintiff,  United  States  of  America,  having 
filed  Its  Amended  Complaint  on  October  4, 
1972,  and  defendant  having  filed  Its  Answer 
thereto  denying  the  material  ftllegatlons  of 
the  Amended  Complaint,  cmd  defendant  hav¬ 
ing  consented  to  Jurisdiction  over  its  person, 
and  the  Court  on  July  31,  1974,  having  dis¬ 
missed  the  Amended  Complaint  as  to  Section 
7  of  the  Act  of  Congress  of  October  15,  1914, 
commonly  known  as  the  Clayton  Act,  as 
amended,  16  U.S.C.  S  18  ("Section  7”)  and 
(as  to  Pneumo-Dynamics  Corporation)  Sec¬ 
tion  8  of  the  Act  of  Congress  of  October  15, 
1614,  commonly  known  as  the  Clayton  Act,  as 
amended,  15  U.S.C.  S  19  ("Section  8") ,  and 
plaintiff  fmd  defendant,  by  their  respective 
attorneys,  having  each  consented  to  the  entry 
of  this  Final  Judgment  without  trial  or  ad¬ 
judication  of  any  issue  of  fact  or  law  herein 
and  without  this  Final  Judgment  constitut¬ 
ing  any  evidence  or  admission  by  any  party 
hereto  with  respect  to  any  such  issue; 

Now,  Therefore,  before  the  taking  of  any 
testimony,  without  trial  or  adjudication  of 
any  issue  of  fact  law  herein,  and  upon  con¬ 
sent  of  the  parties  as  aforesaid,  it  is  hereby 


Ordered,  Adjudged  and  Decreed  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

I.  This  Court  has  Jurisdiction  of  the  Clay¬ 
ton  Act  Section  8  claims  of  plaintiff  now 
pending  in  this  action  and  of  the  parties 
hereto.  With  respect  to  such  still  pending 
claims  the  Amended  Complaint  states  a  claim 
against  defendant  upon  which  relief  may  be 
granted  under  Section  8. 

II,  As  used  in  this  Final  Judgment: 

(A)  “MSA  business”  shall  mean  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  sale,  in  the  United  States,  of 
new  multiple  spindle  automatic  bar  and 
chucking  machines,  which  are  non-i)ortable, 
power-driven,  metal-cutting  machine  tools 
which  have  a  completely  self-acting  or  self- 
regulated  mechanism  which  controls  the 
movement  of  a  cutting  tool,  movement  of  a 
spindle  and  indexing  of  a  spindle  carriage  and 
have,  in  a  spindle  carriage  which  Indexes 
from  position  to  position,  more  than  one  ro¬ 
tating  spindle  to  each  of  which  a  workpiece 
to  be  cut  may  be  attached  and  each  of  which 
turns  the  work-piece  in  relationship  to  a  cut¬ 
ting  tool. 

(B)  “SSA  business”  shall  mean  the  manu¬ 
facture  and  sale,  in  the  United  States,  of 
new  single  spindle  automatic  bar  and  chuck¬ 
ing  machines,  which  are  non-portable,  power- 
driven,  metal-cutting  machine  tools  which 
have  a  completely  self-acting  or  self-regu¬ 
lated  mechanism  which  controls  the  move¬ 
ment  of  a  cutting  tool  and  of  the  spindle  in  a 
pre-set  manner,  and  have  only  one  rotating 
spindle  to  which  a  work -piece  to  be  out  may 
be  attached  and  which  turns  the  work-piece 
in  relationship  to  a  cutting  tool. 

(C)  "VBM  business”  shall  mean  the  man¬ 
ufacture  and  sale,  in  the  United  States,  of 
new  vertical  boring  mills,  which  are  non¬ 
portable,  power-driven,  self-regulated  metal- 
cutting  machine  tools  which  operate  by  turn¬ 
ing  about  a  vertical  axis  a  work-piece  in  con¬ 
tact  with  a  cutting  tool  for  the  purpose  of 
removing  metal  from  either  the  interior  or 
the  exterior  of  a  work-piece  which  is  fixed  by 
a  chucking  device  to  a  horizontal  bed  which 
is  at  least  26  inches  in  diameter. 

(D)  "Defendant”  shall  mean  The  Cleve¬ 
land  Trust  Company,  its  parent,  subsidiaries, 
successors  and  assigns. 

(E)  "Executive  Officer”  shall  mean  the 
Chairman  of  the  Board,  President,  any  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Vice  President,  Secretary,  Treasurer, 
any  other  officer  designated  as  an  Executive 
Officer  by  The  Cleveland  Trust  Company  and, 
for  the  purpose  of  this  Final  Judgment  only, 
the  officer  in  charge  of  the  trust  department. 

(F)  "Sale”  shall  mean  regular  commercial 
sale  in  the  ordinary  course  of  business. 

(O)  “W&S”  shall  mean  The  Warner  & 
Swasey  Company,  an  Ohio  COTporatlon,  and 
its  subsidiaries,  successors  and  assigns. 

(H)  "White”  shall  mean  White  Consoli¬ 
dated  Industries,  Ine.,  a  Delaware  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  its  subsidiaries,  successors  and 
assigns. 

in.  The  provisions  of  this  Final  Judgment 
shall  apply  to  defendant  and  each  of  its  pres- 
sent  and  futiire  officers  and  employees,  and  to 
all  other  persons  In  active  concert  or  par¬ 
ticipation  with  any  of  them  who  receive 
actual  notice  of  this  Final  Judgment  by  per¬ 
sonal  service  or  otherwise.  None  of  the  provi¬ 
sions  of  this  Final  Judgment  shall  be  appli¬ 
cable  to  the  foreign  commerce  of  the  United 
States. 

IV.  From  and  after  the  date  of  entry  of 
this  Final  Judgment,  defendant  shall: 

(A)  Refuse  to  hire  or  cease  to  employ,  as 
an  officer  car  employee  of  defendant,  any  in¬ 
dividual  who  Is  or  becomes  a  Director  of 
W&S  ose  White  If,  at  the  same  time,  an  officer 
or  employee  of  defendant  Is  a  Director  of 


the  other  of  those  two  corporations,  so  long 
as  both  corporations  engage  (i)  in  the  MSA 
business  or  SSA  business,  or  (11)  In  the  VBM 
business. 

(B)  Refuse  to  hire  or  cease  to  employ, 
as  an  officer  or  employee  of  defendant,  any 
individual  who  is  or  becomes  a  Director  of 
one  of  the  following  corporations  if,  at 
the  same  time,  an  officer  or  employee  of 
defendant  is  a  Director  of  another  of  the 
following  corporations,  so  long  as  both  cor¬ 
porations  themselves  or  through  their  sub¬ 
sidiaries  are  engaged  in  the  MSA  business 
or  the  SSA  business; 

(1)  Any  corporation  (or  unit  of  it,  as 
Indicated  in  parentheses)  among  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

Acme  Cleveland  Corporation  (National 
Acme  Division) 

Bardons  &  Oliver,  Inc. 

Browne  &  Sharpe  Mfg.  Co. 

Cincinnati  Mllacron  Inc. 

Colt  Industries,  Inc.  (Pratt  &  Whitney  Ma¬ 
chine  Tool  Division) 

Cone-Bianchard  Machine  Company 

The  Cross  Company 

Davenport  Machine  Tool  Co.,  Inc. 

The  Economy  Machine  Tool  Corporation 
Esterline  Corporation  (Boyar-Schultz  unit) 
Ex-Cell-O  Corporation  (Greenlee  Brothers 
&  Co.  unit) 

Glddings  &  Lewis,  Inc. 

Hardlnge  Brothers,  Inc. 

The  Leavitt  Machine  Co. 

LeBlond  Incorporated 

Litton  Industries,  Inc.  (New  Britain  Machine 
Division) 

The  Motch  &  Merryweather  Machinery  Co. 
MPB  Corporation  (Kinefac  subsidary) 

The  Olofsson  Corporation 
Sheldon  Machine  Co. 

Sundstrand  Corporation 
Textron  Company  (Jones  &  Lamson  Division 
of  Waterbury  Farrell  Company) 

The  U.S.  Baird  Corporation 
Waddell  Equipment  Co.,  Inc. 

W&S  (Cleveland  Turning  Machine  Division) 
White  (The  Bullard  Company  subsidiary) 

(2)  Any  corporation  (having  ci^ital,  sur¬ 
plus  and  undivided  profits  in  excess  of  $1,- 
000,000)  which,  or  a  subsidiary  of  which,  to 
the  actual  knowledge  of  an  Executive  Officer, 
becomes  a  successor  to  the  MSA  business  or 
SSA  business  of  any  of  the  corporations 
listed  in  Section  IV(B)  (1). 

(3)  Such  other  corporation  (having  capi¬ 
tal,  surplus  and  undivided  profits  in  excess 
of  $1,000,000),  if  any,  which,  or  a  subsidiary 
of  which,  to  the  actual  knowledge  of  an 
Executive  Officer  becomes  a  new  entrant  into 
the  MSA  business  or  the  SSA  business,  and 
has  dmnestic  sales  of  such  business  which 
are  not  de  minimus. 

(C)  Refuse  to  hire  or  cease  to  employ,  as 
an  officer  or  employee  of  defendant,  any  in¬ 
dividual  who  Is  or  becomes  a  Director  of  any 
one  of  the  following  corporations  if,  at  the 
same  time,  an  officer  or  employee  of  defend¬ 
ant  is  a  Director  of  another  of  the  following 
corporations,  so  long  as  both  corporations 
themselves  or  through  their  subsidiaries  are 
engaged  in  the  VBM  business: 

(1)  Any  corporation  (or  unit  of  it,  as  in¬ 
dicated  in  parentheses)  among  the  follow¬ 
ing: 

American  Machine  &  Science,  Inc.  (Johnson 
Drill  Head  Company  Division  and  Master 
Machine  Tools,  Inc.  subsidiary) 

Ex-Cell-O  Corporation 
Glddings  &  Lewis,  Inc. 

Litton  Industries,  Inc.  (New  Britain  Mm 
chine  Division) 

The  Motch  &  Merryweather  Machinery  Co. 

Snydw  Corporation 

Sundstrand  Corporation 

USM  Corporation  (Farrel  Company  Division) 
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W&S  (The  Q.  A.  Gray  Company  subsidiary) 
White  (The  Bullard  Company  subsidiary) 

(2)  Any  c(»p<Mratlon  (having  capital,  sur¬ 
plus  and  imdlvided  profits  in  excess  of 
91,000,000)  which,  or  a  subsidiary  of  which, 
to  the  actual  Imowledge  of  an  Executive  Offi¬ 
cer  becomes  a  successor  to  the  WBM  business 
of  any  of  the  corporations  listed  in  Section 
IV(C)(1). 

(3)  Such  other  corporation  (having  capi¬ 
tal,  surplus  and  undivided  profits  in  excess 
of  91,000,000) ,  if  any,  which,  or  a  subsidiary 
of  which,  to  the  actual  knowledge  of  an 
Executive  Officer  becomes  a  new  entrant  into 
the  VBM  business,  and  has  domestic  sales  of 
such  business  which  are  not  de  minimus. 

V.  Defendant  shall  give  personal  notice  of 
the  prohibitions  contained  in  this  Final 
Judgment  to  all  of  its  officers,  by  incorporat¬ 
ing  the  text  of  Section  IV  hereof  in  its  Per¬ 
sonnel  Policy  Manual  and  its  successor 
personnel  policy  manuals;  provided,  however, 
that  the  lists  of  named  companies  in  Section 
IV  hereof  may  be  omitted  from  said  Manuals 
if  reference  is  made  to  a  specific  office  in  The 
Cleveland  Trust  Company  where  such  lists 
may  be  obtained  upon  request.  A  copy  of 
such  personal  notice  shall  be  filed  with  the 
plaintiff  upon  publication. 

VI.  (A)  For  the  purpose  of  determining  or 
securing  compliance  with  this  Final  Judg¬ 
ment  and  for  no  other  purpose,  defendant 
shall  permit  diily  authorized  representatives 
of  the  Department  of  Justice,  on  written  re¬ 
quest  of  the  Attorney  General  or  of  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the 
Antitrust  Division,  and  on  reasonable  notice, 
subject  to  any  legally  recognized  privilege: 

(1)  Access  during  the  business  hours  of 
defendant,  who  may  have  counsel  present,  to 
those  books,  ledgers,  accounts,  corresp>ond- 
ence,  memoranda,  and  other  records  and 
documents  in  the  possession  or  under  the 
control  of  defendant  which  relate  to  any 
matters  contained  in  this  Final  Judgment; 

(2)  Subject  to  the  reasonable  convenience 
of  defendant  and  without  restraint  or  inter¬ 
ference  from  it,  to  interview  individuals  who 
are  officers  or  employees  of  defendant,  any 
of  whom  may  have  counsel  present,  regarding 
any  matters  contained  in  this  Final  Judg¬ 
ment. 

(B)  For  the  purpose  of  determining  or 
securing  compliance  with  this  Final  Judg¬ 
ment  and  for  no  other  purpose,  upon  written 
requests  of  the  Attorney  General,  or  of  the 
Assistant  Attorney  General  in  charge  of  the 
Antitrust  Division,  defendant  shall  submit 
such  reports  in  writing,  with  respect  to  the 
matters  contained  in  this  Final  Judgment 
as  may  from  time  to  time  be  requested. 

(C)  No  information  obtained  by  the  means 
provided  in  this  Section  VI  of  this  Final 
Judgment  shall  be  divulged  by  a  repre¬ 
sentative  of  the  Department  of  Justice  to 
any  person  oth»  than  a  duly  authorized 
representative  of  the  Executive  Branch  of  the 
plaintiff  except  in  the  course  of  legal  pro¬ 
ceedings  to  which  the  United  States  is  a 
party  for  the  purpose  of  securing  com¬ 
pliance  with  this  Final  Judgment,  or  as 
otherwise  required  by  law. 

Vn.  Jurisdiction  is  retained  by  this  Co\ut 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  parties  to  this 
Final  Judgment  to  apply  to  this  Court  at 
any  time  for  such  further  orders  and  direc¬ 
tions  as  may  be  necessary  or  appropriate  (1) 
for  construction  or  modification  (other  than 
Sectlmi  VIII(B) ),  (11)  for  the  enforcement 
of  compliance  therewith,  and  (ill)  for  the 
punishment  of  violations  thereof. 

VIII.  Unless  earlier  terminated  pursuant  to 
an  Order  of  this  Court: 

(A)  Section  IV(A)  hereof  (and  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  necessary,  to  Implement  Section  IV(A) 
after  January  1,  1985,  Sections  I,  n,  m,  VII 
(ii)  and  (ill)  and  VIII(A))  shall  remain  in 
effect  In  perpetuity; 


(B)  In  all  other  respects,  this  Final  Judg¬ 
ment  shall  remain  in  full  force  and  effect 
\mtll  January  1.  1985,  and  no  longer. 

Entry  of  this  Final  Judgment  Is  in  the 
public  Interest. 

Dated: _ 

United  States  District  Judge. 

COMPETITIVE  IMPACT  STATEMENT 

United  States  of  America,  Plaintiff,  v.  the 
Cleveland  Trust  Company,  Defendant;  Civil 
Action  No.  C  70-301;  Judge  Frank  Battlsti; 
Filed:  August  28,  1975. 

Pursuant  to  Section  2(b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C.  16 
(b)-(h)),  the  United  States  of  America 
hereby  files  this  Competitive  Impact  State¬ 
ment  relating  to  the  proposed  Consent  Judg¬ 
ment  submitted  for  entry  in  this  civil  anti¬ 
trust  proceeding. 

I — NATUEE  AND  PURPOSE  OP  THE  PROCEEDING 

On  March  26,  1970,  the  United  States  filed 
suit  against  The  Cleveland  Trust  Company 
(“Cleveland  Trust")  charging  that  it  had  vio¬ 
lated  Sections  7  and  8  of  the  Clayton  Act. 
The  complaint  alleged  that  Cleveland  Trust’s 
acquisition  of  a  substantial  number  of  shares 
of  stock  of  four  competing  manufacturers 
of  machine  tools,  Acme-Cleveland  Corp., 
Pneumo-Dynamics  Corp.,  Warner  &  Swasey 
Company,  and  White  Consolidated  Indus¬ 
tries,  Inc.,  was  in  violation  of  Section  7  of  the 
Clayton  Act.  The  complaint  also  alleged  that 
Cleveland  Trust  officers  served  on  the  boards 
of  directors  of  Pneumo-Dynamics,  Warner  & 
Swasey,  and  White  in  violation  of  Section  8 
of  the  Clayton  Act.  The  complaint  sought  to 
have  Cleveland  Trust  divest  its  stock  interest 
and  eliminate  the  interlocking  directorships 
in  these  companies. 

An  amended  complaint  was  filed  October 
4, 1972,  limiting  the  Section  7  claim  to  the  ac¬ 
quisition  of  stock  in  Pneumo-Dynamics  Corp. 
and  Acme-Cleveland  Corp.  by  Cleveland 
Trtist  and  leaving  the  Section  8  claim  un¬ 
changed.  In  1972,  Pneumo-Dynamics  Corp. 
sold  its  machine  tool  operations,  thus  re¬ 
moving  Itself  from  the  line  of  commerce  al¬ 
leged  in  the  complaint  and  amended  com¬ 
plaint. 

On  April  27,  1973,  the  Government  filed  a 
motion  for  summary  Judgment.  In  turn, 
Cleveland  Trust  filed  a  motion  to  dismiss  the 
Government’s  complaint  on  the  groimds  that 
the  retirement  from  Cleveland  Trust  of  the 
two  employees  serving  on  the  Warner  & 
Swasey  and  White  boards  and  Pneumo- 
Dynamics’  withdrawal  from  the  machine  tool 
business  mooted  the  Government’s  claims 
under  Sections  7  and  8  of  the  Clayton  Act. 

The  Court  dismissed  the  Government’s 
Section  7  claim  and  Sectibn  8  claim  as  it  re¬ 
lated  to  Pneumo-Dynamics  on  July  31,  1974. 
The  Court  found  that  Pneumo-I>ynamlcs’ 
withdrawal  from  competition  with  Acme- 
Cleveland  in  the  machine  tool  market,  and 
the  unlikelihood  that  it  would  reenter  the 
market,  rendered  the  relief  requested  by  the 
Government  unnecessary.  However,  the  Court 
recognized  that  the  Government  might  well 
be  able  to  prove,  assumffig  a  violation  of  Sec¬ 
tion  8  were  shown,  that  the  danger  of  recur¬ 
rent  violation  existed,  nie  Court  therefore 
denied  Cleveland  Trust’s  motion  as  to  the 
alleged  illegal  Interlocks  between  Cleveland 
Trust  and  Warner  &  Swasey  and  White. 

’The  Court  denied  the  Government’s  mo¬ 
tion  for  summary  Judgment  on  the  remalnmg 
Section  8  claims  primarily  on  the  ground  that 
there  remained  a  genuine  issue  of  fact,  viz., 
whether  Cleveland  ’Trust  had  deputized  its 
officials  to  sit  on  the  boards  of  directors  of 
Warner  &  Swasey  and  White.  Summary  Judg¬ 
ment  was  therefore  inappropriate.  Section  8 
of  the  Clayton  Act  provides  in  pertinent  part 
that  “No  person  at  the  same  tim^e  shall  be  a 
director  in  any  two  or  more  corporations  .  .  . 


if  such  corporations  are  .  .  .  competitors  .  .  .” 
’The  Government’s  Section  8  claim  rested  on 
the  fact  that  Cleveland  ’Trust,  a  corporation, 
by  placing  its  employees  on  the  boards  of 
competing  corporations  in  the  machine  tool 
business  had  violated  Section  8. 

’The  proposed  Consent  Judgment  will  ter¬ 
minate  litigation  as  to  the  remaining  Section . 

8  claims. 

n — PROPOSED  CONSENT  JUDGMENT 

The  proposed  Consent  Judgment  prohibits 
Cleveland  Trust  from  permitting  any  of  its 
officers  or  employees  from  serving  as  directors 
of  both  Warner  &  Swasey  Co.  and  White  Con¬ 
solidated  Industries,  so  long  as  these  corpo¬ 
rations,  or  their  subsidiaries,  engage  in  the 
machine  tool  businesses  as  defined  in  the 
proposed  Consent  Judgment. 

Cleveland  ’Trust  is  further  enjoined,  until 
January  1,  1985,  from  permitting  any  of  its 
officers  or  employees  to  serve  as  directors  of 
any  two  or  more  companies  which  are  listed 
in  the  Consent  Judgment  and  which  compete 
in  the  machine  tool  business. 

’The  proposed  Consent  Judgment  also  en¬ 
joins  Cleveland  ’Trust,  until  January  1,  1985, 
from  permitting  any  of  its  officers  or  em¬ 
ployees  to  serve  on  the  boards  of  any  two 
corporations,  or  subsidiaries  thereof,  which 
are  or  become  engaged  in  the  machine  tool 
business  as  defined  in  the  proposed  Consent 
Judgment. 

Cleveland  ’Trust  is  further  required  to  give 
personal  notice  of  the  prohibitions  contained 
in  the  proposed  Consent  Judgment  to  all  of 
its  officers  and  employees  and  is  required  to 
Incorporate  the  terms  of  the  injunctive  pro¬ 
visions  of  the  proposed  Consent  Judgment  in 
its  Personnel  Policy  Manual. 

m — ANTICIPATED  EFFECTS  ON  COMPETITION 

’The  evidence  in  this  case  did  not  encom¬ 
pass  known  restraints  of  trade  but  did  en¬ 
compass  the  probability  that  such  restraints 
might  result  from  the  interlocking  director¬ 
ates  involved.  Thus,  the  impact  on  competi¬ 
tion  of  the  proposed  Consent  Judgment  can¬ 
not  be  measured  in  terms  of  specific  effects 
which  might  release  identifiable  competitive 
forces.  ’The  sole  anticipated  effect  upon  com¬ 
petition  Is  the  removal  of  the  danger  that 
anticompetitive-  effects  will  result  from 
interlocking  directorates. 

IV — REMEDIES  AVAILABLE  TO  POTENTIAL  PRIVATE 
PLAINTIFFS 

’This  Consent  Judgment  may  not  be  used 
in  private  litigation  as  prima  facie  evidence, 
pursuant  to  Section  5(a)  of  the  Clayton  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  16(a)).  that  the  antitrust  laws 
have  been  violated.  However,  anyone  dam¬ 
aged  by  the  alleged  violation  retains  the 
right  to  sue  for  money  damages  and  all  other 
legal  and  equitable  remedies.  Just  as  if  the 
proposed  Consent  Judgment  had  not  been 
entered. 

V - PROCEDURES  AVAILABLE  FOR  MODIFICATION 

OF  CONSENT  JUDGMENT 

’This  proposed  Consent  Judgment  is  sub¬ 
ject  to  a  stipulation  between  the  parties  that 
the  United  States  may  withdraw  Its  consent 
to  the  proposed  Judgment  at  any  time  within 
60  days  or  until  the  Court  finds  that  entry 
of  the  pwoposed  Consent  Judgment  is  In  the 
public  Interest.  Any  persons  so  desiring  may 
submit  written  comments  relating  to  tho 
proposed  Judgment  for  consideration  by 
plaintiff  to  John  A.  Weedon,  Chief,  Great 
Lakes  Field  Office,  995  Celebrezze  Federal 
Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio  44199.  Such  com¬ 
ments,  together  with  responses  thereto,  will 
be  filed  with  the  Court  and  published  In  the 
Federal  Register. 

VI — ^DESCRIPTION  AND  EVALUATION  OF  ALTERNA¬ 
TIVES  TO  THIS  PROPOSED  CONSENT  JUDGMENT 

’The  United  States  considered  one  alterna¬ 
tive  to  the  proposed  Judgment.  That  alterna- 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  4,  1975 


NOTICES 


40867 


tive  was  a  proposed  decree  which  would  have 
enjoined  the  defendant  from  ever  having  an 
ocacer  or  employee  sit  on  the  board  of  di¬ 
rectors  of  any  of  a  list  of  machine  tool  com¬ 
panies,  Including  Warner  &  Swasey  and 
White,  If  at  the  same  time  an  employee  of 
defendant  sat  on  the  board  of  directors  of 
any  other  listed  machine  tool  company.  The 
Injunctive  provisions  of  the  proposed  decree 
are  perpetual  only  with  respect  to  Interlocks 
Involving  Warner  &  Swasey  and  White;  as  to 
all  other  listed  companies,  such  provisions 
terminate  in  ten  years.  The  broader  decree, 
proposed  by  the  Government,  was  rejected  by 
the  defendant. 

The  Government  would  have  had  to  pro¬ 
ceed  to  trial  to  obtain  further  relief.  It  was 
felt  that  the  public  benefit  that  might  be 
derived  from  any  such  relief  was  not  worth 
the  costs  and  risks  of  proceeding  to  trial. 
Moreover,  the  relief  contained  In  the  pro¬ 
posed  decree  eliminates  the  Interlock  which 
gave  rise  to  the  complaint  and  prohibits  sim¬ 
ilar  Interlocks  in  the  machine  tool  industry 
for  a  period  of  ten  years. 

No  materials  and  documents  of  the  type 
described  In  Section  (b)  of  the  Antitrust 
Procedures  and  Penalties  Act  (15  U.S.C. 
16(b) )  were  considered  in  formulating  this 
proposed  Consent  Judgment. 

John  A.  Weedon, 

Attorney,  Department  of  Justice. 
Frank  B.  Moore, 

Robert  S.  Zuckerman, 

David  F.  Hies, 

Robert  A.  McNew, 

Gerald  H.  Rubin, 

Susan  B.  Cyphert, 
Attorneys,  Department  of  Justice, 
Antitrust  Division. 

[FR  Doc.75-23400  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 


Drug  Enforcement  Administration 

IMPORTATION  OF  CONTROLLED 
SUBSTANCES 

Importation  Application 

Pursuant  to  Section  1008  of  tlie  Con- 
troUed  Substance  Import  and  Export  Act 
(21  U.S.C.  958(h)),  the  Attorney  (gen¬ 
eral  shall,  prior  to  issuing  a  registration 
under  this  section  to  a  bulk  manufac¬ 
turer  of  a  controlled  substance  in  sched¬ 
ule  I  or  n,  and  prior  to  issuing  a  regula¬ 
tion  under  section  1002(a)  authorizing 
the  importation  of  such  a  substance,  pro¬ 
vide  manufacturers  holding  registrations 
for  the  bulk  manufacture  of  the  sub¬ 
stance  an  opportunity  for  a  hearing. 

Therefore  in  accordance  with  §  1311.42 
of  Title  21,  Code  of  Federal  Regulations 
(CPR),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  the 
following  importers  made  application  to 
the  Drug  Enforcement  Administration  to 
be  registered  as  importers  of  the  basic 
class  of  controlled  substance  listed  below: 

Cord  Laboratories,  Inc.,  2555  West 
Midway  Blvd.,  Broomfield,  Colorado 
80020  (July  24,  1975)  : 


Drug:  Schedule 

Opium  powders _  II 

Codeine  _  II 

Hydrocodone _ II 

Amphetamine  _  II 

Amobarbital _  II 

Pentobarbital _  II 

Secobarbital  _ II 

Oplpm  tinctures _ II 

Methylphenldate  _ n 


Elklns-Slnn,  Inc.,  Subsidiary  of  Medictd 
Electroscience  &  Pharmaceuticals,  2  Ester- 


brook  Lane,  Cherry  Hill,  N.J.  08002  (July  28, 
1975) : 


Drug:  Schedule 

Amobarbital  _ II 

Pentobarbital  _ H 

Secobarbital  _ II 

Codeine _ II 

Hydromorphone  _ II 

Pethidine  _ n 

Morphine  _ II 

Endo  Laboratories,  Inc.,  1000  Stewart  Ave¬ 
nue,  Garden  City,  N.Y.  11530  (July  29,  1975) : 

Drug:  Schedule 

Codeine  _ n 

Hydrocodone _ _ II 

Oxycodone  _ II 

Oxymorphone  _ II 

Thebalne _ II 


Pursuant  to  section  1008  of  the  Con¬ 
trolled  Substance  Act  (21  U.S.C.  958(h) ) , 
and  in  accordance  with  section  1311.- 
42(a)  of  Title  21  of  the  Code  of  Federal 
Regulations,  notice  is  hereby  given  that 
the  above  persons  have  made  application 
to  the  Drug  Enforcement  Administra¬ 
tion  to  be  registered  as  importers  of  the 
basic  class  of  controlled  substances  in¬ 
dicated.  As  to  each  basic  class  of  con¬ 
trolled  subtances  listed  above  for  which 
application  for  registration  has  been 
made,  any  other  applicant  therefor,  and 
any  existing  bulk  manufacturer  regis¬ 
tered  therefor,  may  file  written  com¬ 
ments  on  or  objections  to  the  issuance 
of  such  registrations  and  may,  at  the 
same  time,  file  a  written  request  for  a 
hearing  on  such  applications  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  21  CFR  §  1301.54  in  such  form 
as  prescribed  by  21  CFR  §  1316.47.  Such 
comments,  objections  and  requests  for 
a  hearing  may  be  filed  no  later  than 
October  6,  1975. 

Comments  and  objections  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Hearing  Clerk,  OfiBce  of 
Administrative  Law  Judge,  Drug  En¬ 
forcement  Administration,  Room  1130, 
1405  Eye  Street,  N.W.,  Washingttm,  D.C. 
20537. 

Dated*:  August  27, 1975. 

Henry  S.  Dogin, 

Acting  Administrator, 
Drug  Enforcement  Administration. 

[FR  Doc.75-23457  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 

DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  INTERIOR 

Bureau  of  Land  Management 

INM  26421] 

NEW  MEXICO 
Application 

^  August  26,  1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that,  pursuant  to 
Section  28  of  the  Mineral  Leasing  Act  of 
1920  (30  U.S.C.  185),  as  amended  by  the 
Act  of  November  16,  1973  (87  Stat.  576), 
Transwestem  Pipeline  Company  has  ap¬ 
plied  for  one  4  inch  natural  gas  pipeline 
right-of-way  across  the  following  land: 
New  Mexico  Principal  Meridian,  New  Mexico 
T.  15  a,  R.  27  E. 

Sec.  13,  NE1ASWV4  and  NW]4SE%. 

This  pipeline  will  convey  natural  gas 
across  .28  mile  of  national  resource  land 
in  (?haves  County,  New  Mexico. 


The  purpose  of  this  notice  is  to  inform 
the  public  that  the  Bureau  will  be  pro¬ 
ceeding  with  consideration  of  whether 
the  application  should  be  approved,  and 
if  so,  under  what  terms  and  conditions. 

Interested  persons  desiring  to  express 
their  views  should  promptly  send  their 
name  and  address  to  the  District  Man¬ 
ager,  Bureau  of  Land  Management,  PO 
Box  1397,  Roswell,  NM  88201. 

Fred  E.  Padilla, 

Chief,  Branch  of 
Lands  and  Minerals  Operations. 

(FR  Doc.75-23387  Filed  9-3-75; 8: 45  am] 


Bureau  of  Reclamation 

GENERAL  ADJUSTMENTS  IN  POWER 
RATES 

Tentative  Power  Rate  Changes  for  Five 
Reclamation  Projects 

Tentative  rate  increases  for  wholesale 
commercial  hydroelectric  power  sold  by 
five  Bureau  of  Reclamation  mulUpiupose 
projects  are  announced  to  be  made  effec¬ 
tive  on  the  first  full  billing  date  on  or 
after  January  1,  1977. 

The  five  projects  involved  are  the  Cen¬ 
tral  Valley  Project  in  northern  Cali¬ 
fornia;  the  Parker-Davis  Project  serving 
Arizona,  southern  Nevada,  and  southern 
California;  the  Colorado  River  Storage 
Project  in  Colorado,  Utah,  Wyoming, 
New  Mexico,  Nevada,  and  Arizona;  the 
Rio  Grande  Project  in  New  Mexico;  and 
the  Eastern  and  Western  Divisions  of  the 
Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program  serv¬ 
ing  customers  in  Colorado,  Wyoming, 
Montana,  North  Dakota,  South  Dakota, 
Nebraska,  Minnesota,  and  Iowa.* 

Pinal  decisions  as  to  the  exact  amounts 
of  the  increases  will  be  made  following 
a  series  of  public  forums  at  which  there 
will  be  an  opportunity  for  public  partici¬ 
pation  in  the  development  of  the  adjust¬ 
ments  in  the  p>ower  rates. 

The  tentative  rate  changes  by  project 
are  as  follows; 

Central  Valley  Project — Change  the 
existing  wholesale/  firm  demand  rate 
from  $1.15  per  kilowatt  per  month  (kW/ 
mo)  to  $1.70AW/mo,  and  replace  the 
3  mills  per  kilowatthour  (kWh)  energy 
block  with  a  two-step  rate  of  4  mills/ 
kWh  for  energy  under  60  percent  load 
factor  and  6  mills/kWh  above  60  percent 
load  factor. 

The  actual  rate  for  Central  Valley 
Project  power  will  depend  on  the  out¬ 
come  of  present  negotiations  with  the 
Pacific  Gas  and  Electric  Company,  the 
major  investor-owned  utility  In  northern 
CaUf  omia  which  purchases  surplus  power 
from  the  Central  Valley  Project.  The 
wholesale  firm  demand  rate  could  be  in¬ 
creased  from  $1.15/kW/mo  to  $1.80/ 
kW/mo,  and  the  rate  for  energy  use 
could  go  to  5  and  7  mills/kWh,  depend¬ 
ing  on  the  negotiations. 

Parker-Davis  Project — Change  the  ex¬ 
isting  wholesale  firm  rate  from  $1.35/ 
kW/mo  to  $1.38/kW/mo  and  raise  the 
existing  energy  rate  of  3  mills/kWh  to 
3.5  millsAWh. 

Colorado  River  Storage  Project — 
Change  the  existing  wholesale  firm  de- 
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mand  rate  from  $1.32/kW/mo  to  $1.34/ 
kW/mo.  Change  the  existing  energy  rate 
of  3  mills/kWh  to  3.4  millsAWh.  Change 
the  future  peaking  capacity  rate  from 
$15.84AW/yr  to  $8.04/kW/season. 

Rio  Grande  Project — Change  the 
wholesale  firm  demand  rate  of  $1.55  to 
$3.20/kW/mo.  The  existing  energy  rate 
w’ould  be  increased  from  4.5  mills/kWh  to 
8.5  millsAWh. 

Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program — 
Eastern  Division — Change  the  4>eaking 
power  rate  from  $13.20/kW/yr  to  $7.20/ 
kW/season.  Change  the  wholesale  firm 
demand  rate  from  $1.15  to  $1.20/kW/mo, 
The  existing  energy  rate  would  be 
changed  from  3  mills/kWh  to  3.2  mills/ 
kWh  for  energy  under  60  percent  load 
factor.  For  energy  above  60  percent  load 
factor,  the  rate  would  be  changed  from 
5  miUs/kWh  to  5.2  mills/kWh. 

Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program — 
Western  Division — Change  the  peaking 
power  rate  from  $15.50/kW/yr  to  $8.04/ 
kW/season,  Change  the  wholesale  firm 
demand  rate  from  $1.27  to  $1.34/kW/mo. 
The  existing  energy  rate  of  4  mills/kWh 
will  be  retained. 

For  contract  violations  involving  un¬ 
authorized  overruns,  the  rate  will  be 
changed  from  five  times  to  10  times  the 
wholesale  rate  for  Parker-Davis  Project, 
the  Colorado  River  Storage  Project,  and 
the  Pick-Sloan  Missouri  Basin  Program 
only.  The  rate  has  been  eliminated  from 
the  Central  Valley  Project  and  the  Rio 
Grande  Project. 

Brochures  explaining  in  detail  the  ten¬ 
tative  rate  changes  and  containing  the 
scl^ule  for  public  forums  in  each  Rec¬ 
lamation  region  will  be  mailed  to  cus¬ 
tomers  and  other  interested  parties 
September  4, 1975. 

Dated:  August  27, 1975. 

Jack  O.  Horton, 
Assistant  Secretary 
of  the  Interior. 

[FR  1)00.76-23139  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals 

[Docket  No.  M  75-100] 

CRESCENT  HILLS  COAL  COMPANY,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  section  301  (c) 
of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health  and 
Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  Crescent  Hills  Coal  Company, 
Inc.  has  filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  ap¬ 
plication  of  30  CPR  75.305  to  its  Crescent 
Hills  Mine,  Washington  County,  Penn¬ 
sylvania. 

30  CFR  75.305  in  pertinent  part, 
provides,: 

In  addition  to  the  pre-shift  and  dally 
examinations  required  by  this  Subpart  D, 
examinations  for  hazardoiis  conditions,  in¬ 
cluding  teste  for  methane,  and  for  oompli- 
fuice  with  the  mandatory  health  or  safety 
standards,  shall  be  made  at  least  once  eacdi 
week  by  a  certified  person  designated  by  the 
operator  in  the  return  of  each  (^lit  of  air 
where  it  enters  the  main  return,  on  pUlar 
falls,  at  eeals,  in  the  main  return,  at  least 


one  entry  of  each  Intake  and  return  air- 
course  in  its  entirety,  idle  workings,  and  in¬ 
sofar  as  safety  oonsideratioiu  permit  aban¬ 
doned  areas.  •  *  • 

Petitioner  seeks  modification  of  that 
portion  of  Section  75.305  which  requires 
a  certified  person  to  make  a  weekly  ex¬ 
amination  in  each  return  split  of  air 
with  respect  to  the  return  air  course  be¬ 
tween  the  pitmouth  and  the  No.  1  Main 
Working  Section  in  No.  1  Hill,  and  the 
No.  2  North  Mains  in  No.  3  Hill. 

(1)  At  the  subject  mine,  over  three  and 
one-half  (3V2)  miles  of  primary  return 
air  courses  are  used  to  ventilate  the  haul¬ 
age  roads  and  active  sections.  Of  this 
length,  approximately  two  (2)  miles  of 
return  air  courses  must  be  examined 
weekly  in  accordance  with  Section  75.305 
of  the  Departmental  regulations. 

(2)  Most  of  the  development  at  the 
mine  was  done  before  roof  bolts  were 
used  at  this  mine  for  roof  support,  and 
timbers  were  used  for  support  as  part  of 
the  mining  cycle.  These  timbers  have  long 
since  deteriorated  due  to  adverse  condi¬ 
tions  (moisture,  roof  pressure,  etc.)  leav¬ 
ing  most  of  the  roof  unsupported.  Even 
in  the  areas  where  roof  bolts  were  used, 
the  roof  has  deteriorated  above  the  an¬ 
chorage  and  fallen,  leaving  the  roof  un¬ 
supported,  Only  the  haulage  road  entries 
have  been  maintained.  As  the  roof  dete¬ 
riorated,  numerous  falls  have  occurred, 
filling  the  entries  and  leaving  little  clear¬ 
ance  in  most  areas.  High,  tight  falls  have 
also  occurred  in  numerous  places.  Travel 
through  this  area  is  extremely  difficult, 
following  a  zig-zag  path,  and  extremely 
dangerous  in  some  areas  due  to  the  de¬ 
teriorated  ribs  and  flaking  roof  that 
could  fall  when  disturbed.  Water  also 
forms  an  impassable  barrier  in  several 
places. 

(3)  Due  to  the  poor  conditions  (roof 
falls,  deteriorated  roof  and  ribs,  and 
water)  in  the  return  air  course  between 
the  pitmouth,  and  the  No.  1  Main  Work¬ 
ing  Section  in  No.  1  Hill,  and  the  No.  2 
North  Mains  in  No.  3  Hill,  weekly  exami¬ 
nations  for  hazardous  conditions  were 
considered,  in  themselves,  too  hazardous 
to  be  performed.  As  a  result,  they  could 
not  be  safely  performed  and  thus  Peti¬ 
tioner  was  in  violation  of  the  Act.  Only 
the  mainline  haulage  (empty  and  loaded 
track)  is  located  in  this  area.  There  is  a 
fan  in  each  of  the  Hills  and  each  fan 
handles  approximately  90,000  cubic  feet 
per  minute  of  air  at  0%  methane.  In  the 
lifetime  of  this  mine,  there  has  never 
been  any  methane  encountered. 

(4)  To  attempt  to  rehabilitate  the  two 
and  one-half  (2  *,4)  miles  more  or  less,  of 
return  air  com-ses  would  be  a  difiBcult  task 
requiring  tremendous  expenditures  of 
labor  and  money  with  years  until  com¬ 
pletion.  No  mechanical  equipment  could 
be  used  in  the  return  air  course  to  aid 
in  the  rehabilitation  work  so  all  work 
would  have  to  be  performed  by  hand.  The 
entire  rehabilitation  work  would  be  haz¬ 
ardous  and  would  be  exposing  workmen 
to  imnecessary  danger  that  would  exist 
despite  all  safety  precautions  or  actions 
taken  by  the  company.  In  addition,  access 
to  the  return  is  limited  due  to  falls  and 
places  where  the  roof  has  been  shot  down 
to  grade  the  haulage  forcing  needed 


material  to  be  hauled  long  distances  in 
the  return  air  course.  Since  the  required 
rehabilitation  is  neither  practical,  feasi¬ 
ble,  or  safe,  an  alternative  method  is 
proposed  that  would  guarantee  the  min¬ 
ers  at  the  subject  mine  no  less  than  the 
same  measure  of  protection  afforded  by 
the  mandatory  standard. 

(5)  ALTERNATE  METHOD: 

Despite  the  condition  existing  in  the 
return  aircourse,  at  certain  points,  air 
readings  can  be  made  to  assure  the  air 
flow  in  its  proper  course  and  usual  vol¬ 
ume.  The  alternate  method  is  as  follows: 

(a)  Six  (6)  air  measuring  stations 
would  be  established  imderground.  One 
would  be  located  at  the  face  of  each  sec¬ 
tion,  and  one  approximately  midway 
and  one  at  the  fans.  In  addition,  the  air 
readings  taken  at  the  locations  will  be 
kept  on  record. 

(b)  Guidelines  for  the  establishment 
of  air  measuring  stations  would  be  as 
follows : 

1.  Air  readings  will  be  made  by  a  cer¬ 
tified,  competent  person,  at  such  times 
as  the  law  requires. 

2.  Both  access  to  and  the  vicinity  of 
the  measuring  stations  will  be  kept  in 
travelable  and  safe  conditions. 

3.  A  date  board  will  be  located  at  each 
measuring  station  and  air  quantity  read¬ 
ings  will  be  taken  and  recorded  along 
with  the  certified  person’s  initials,  date, 
and  time,  at  such  times  as  the  law  pro¬ 
vides. 

4.  All  employees  required  to  perfonn 
measurements  at  the  midergroimd  sta¬ 
tions  will  be  certified  for  such  work  on 
the  basis  of  state  examinations. 

(6j.  Although  return  aircourses  are  in¬ 
volved,  returning  air  from  active  work¬ 
ings,  it  should  be  noted  that  methane 
gas  has  never  been  detected  during  the 
life  of  this  mine. 

(7)  Methane  gas  and  air  quantity 
measurements  shall  be  taken  on  a  dally 
basis  (once  every  twenty-four  (24) 
hours)  by  a  certified,  competent  person 
and  recorded  in  a  book  provided  for  this 
purpose  which  shall  be  kept  on  the  sur¬ 
face.  Such  book  shall  be  made  available 
to  the  Union,  CStovernment  inspectors, 
and  all  other  interested  persons. 

(8)  A  mine  map  showing  the  normal 
direction  of  €iir  flow  ^all  be  located  at 
each  monitoring  station. 

(9)  If  there  are  any  significant  varia¬ 
tions  in  the  quantity  of  air,  immediate 
action  shall  be  taken  to  determine  the 
cause  and  appropriate  measures  taken 
to  alleviate  same. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or  fur¬ 
nish  comments  on  or  before  October  6, 
1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies 
of  the  petition  are  available  for  inspec¬ 
tion  at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director. 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 
August  25, 1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-23398  Filed  9-3-76)8:45  am] 
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[Docket  No.  M  75-1321 

SAHARA  COAL  COMPANY,  INC. 

Petition  for  Modification  of  Application  of 
Mandatory  Safety  Standard 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  provisions  of  section 
301(c)  of  the  Federal  Coal  Mine  Health 
and  Safety  Act  of  1969,  30  U.S.C.  §  861(c) 
(1970),  Sahara  Coal  Company,  Inc.,  has 
filed  a  petition  to  modify  the  application 
of  30  CFR  75.1405  to  its  Sahara  Nos.  20 
and  21  Mines,  Harrisburg,  Illinois. 

30  CFR  75.1405  provides: 

All  haulage  equipment  acquired  by  an 
operator  of  a  coal  mine  on  or  after  March 
30,  1971,  shall  be  equipped  with  auto¬ 
matic  couplers  which  couple  by  impact 
and  imcouple  without  the  necessity  of 
persons  going  between  the  ends  of  such 
equipment.  All  haulage  equipment  with¬ 
out  automatic  couplers  In  use  In  a  mine 
on  March  30,  1970,  shall  be  so  equipped 
within  4  years  after  March  30,  1970. 

In  support  of  its  petition.  Petitioner 
states: 

The  haulage  system  at  each  of  these 
mines  is  composed  of  belt  haulage  for 
transporting  coal,  and  mine  cars  for  the 
delivery  of  supplies  and  as  man  trip 
cars.  These  are  low-sided  cars  made  by 
the  American  Mine  Car  Co. 

The  alternate  coupling  method  re¬ 
quested  in  this  petition  will  provide 
greater  protection  for  the  miners  than 
the  automatic  couplers  required  by  30 
CFR  75.1405  by  eliminating  the  acci¬ 
dental  uncoupling  of  cars  which  fre¬ 
quently  occurs  when  the  track  or  mine 
bottom  is  uneven  or  when  the  cars  are 
lowered  down  the  slope  into  the  mine. 
The  alternate  method  will  also  eliminate 
the  necessity  of  persons  going  between 
the  cars  to  align  the  automatic  couplers 
when  they  are  misaligned.  Statistics  in¬ 
dicate  that  there  have  been  numerous 
accidents  and  some  fatalities  in  the  in¬ 
dustry  directly  attributable  to  automatic 
couplers  since  the  above  standard  was 
adopted  In  1969. 

The  system  used  at  both  of  the  afore¬ 
mentioned  mines  consists  of  a  single  link 
and  a  drop  pin.  This  system  allows  for 
up  and  down  or  side  movement  between 
the  locomotive  and  car  without  any 
danger  of  imcoupllng.  Additionally,  only 
one  car  at  a  time  is  pulled  by  a  locomo¬ 
tive.  and  only  one  man,  the  person  op¬ 
erating  the  locomotive,  is  involved  with 
coupling  or  uncoupling  the  car.  Trip 
riders  are  not  used  at  either  of  these 
mines.  The  person  operating  the  locomo¬ 
tive  couples  the  car  from  the  cab  of  his 
locomotive.  If  it  becomes  necessary  to 
couple  the  car  to  the  opposite  end  of  the 
locomotive,  the  motorman  will  bring  his 
locomotive  to  a  complete  stop,  and  dis¬ 
engage  the  trolley  pole  from  the  trolley 
wire  until  the  car  is  coupled.  The  loco¬ 
motives  at  each  of  these  mines  are 
equipped  with  a  circuit  breaker  which 
shuts  the  locomotive  off  automatically 
when  there  is  a  break  in  the  power,  c.g., 
when  the  trolley  pole  is  removed  from 
the  wire.  Once  the  pole  is  removed,  the 
motorman  must  manually  reset  the  cir¬ 
cuit  breaker  before  power  is  established 


at  the  controls.  This  procedure  prohibits 
anyone  from  accidentally  activating  the 
controls  and  moving  the  locomotive. 

The  single  link-dr(^  pin  type  coupling 
has  proven  to  be  a  safe  coupling  as  there 
has  been  no  lost  time  due  to  accidents, 
resulting  from  the  coupling  or  uncoupling 
of  cars  at  Mine  No.  26,  which  started  pro¬ 
ducing  coal  in  March  1970,  or  Mine  No. 
21,  which  started  producing  coal  in  Feb¬ 
ruary  1971. 

'Each  person  who  operates  a  locomotive 
at  either  of  these  mines  is  instructed  in 
the  safe  operation  of  the  equipment  and 
the  proper  procedure  for  making  a 
coupling. 

Persons  interested  in  this  petition  may 
request  a  hearing  on  the  petition  or 
fmmish  comments  on  or  before  October 
6, 1975.  Such  requests  or  comments  must 
be  filed  with  the  Office  of  Hearings  and 
Appeals,  Hearings  Division,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  the  Interior,  4015  Wilson  Boule¬ 
vard,  Arlington,  Virginia  22203.  Copies  of 
the  petition  are  available  for  inspection 
at  that  address. 

James  R.  Richards, 
Director, 

Office  of  Hearings  and  Appeals. 

August  27, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-23399  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  AGRICULTURE 
Agricultural  Research  Service 

NATIONAL  ARBORETUM  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Public  Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Coinmlttee  Act  of  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  1972  (Public  Law  92-463,  86  Stat. 
770-776),  notice  is  hereby  given  that  a 
public  meeting  of  the  National  Arbo¬ 
retum  Advisory  Council  will  be  held 
on  October  30  and  31,  1975,  at  the  U.S. 
National  Arboretum,  Washington,  D.C, 
The  meeting  will  convene  at  8:30  a.m. 
on  both  days  and  will  be  open  to  the 
public. 

The  Council  reviews  progress  relating 
to  the  Arboretum’s  mandate  which  is  re¬ 
search  and  education  concerning  trees 
and  plant  life.  The  Council  submits  its 
findings  and  recommendations  to  the 
Secretary  of  Agriculture. 

Details  of  the  meeting  may  be  ob¬ 
tained  from  Dr.  Hugo  O.  Graumann, 
Executive  Secretary,  Agricultural  Re¬ 
search  Service,  U.S.  Department  of  Agri¬ 
culture,  Room  324  Administration  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20250.  The  tele¬ 
phone  number  is  AC  202,  447-3961. 

Any  person  may  file  a  written  state¬ 
ment  with  the  Executive  Secretary  be¬ 
fore  or  after  the  meeting. 

Done  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  28th 
day  of  August  1975. 

T.  W.  Edminster, 
Administrator, 

Agricultural  Research  Service. 

[FR  Doc.76-23446  Filed  9-3-76;8:46  am] 


Federal  Crop  Insurance  Corporation 
[Notice  No.  97] 

SUGARCANE;  LOUISIANA 

Closing  Date  Extension  for  Filing  of 
Applications  for  the  1976  Crop  Year 

Pursuant  to  the  authority  contained 
in  §  401.103  of  Title  7  of  the  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  the  time  for  filing 
applications  for  sugarcane  crop  insur¬ 
ance  in  Louisiana  where  such  insurance 
is  otherwise  authorized  to  be  offered  Is 
hereby  ext«ided  until  the  close  of  busi¬ 
ness  on  September  30,  1975. 

Such  applications  received  during  this 
period  will  be  accepted  only  after  it- is 
determined  that  no  adverse  selectivity 
will  result. 

[seal]  M.  R.  Peterson, 

Manager,  Federal  Crop 
Insurance  Corporation. 

[FB  Doc.75-23446  Piled  9-3-75;8:46  am] 


Soil  Conservation  Service 
LITTLE  LYNCHES  CREEK  WATERSHED 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Piusuant  to  section  102(2)  (C)  of  the 
National  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Environmental  Quality  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  part  650.- 
8(b)  (3)  of  the  Soil  Conservation  Service 
Guidelines  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Soil  Conservation  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture,  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  Impact  statement  Is 
not  being  prepared  for  the  Little  Lynches 
Creek  Watershed  Project,  Kershaw  and 
Lancaster  Coimties,  South  Carolina. 

The  environmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  Indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  Impacts  on  the  en¬ 
vironment  and  that  no  significant  con¬ 
troversy  is  associated  with  the  project.  As 
a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  G.  E.  Huey, 
State  Conservationist,  Soil  Conservation 
Service.  USDA,  Suite  200,  240  Stonerldge 
Drive,  Columbia,  South  Carolina  29210, 
has  determined  that  the  preparation  and 
review  of  an  environmental  impact  state¬ 
ment  is  not  needed  for  this  project. 

The  project  concerns  a  plan  for  water¬ 
shed  protection,  flood  prevention,  and 
municipal  water  supply.  The  planned 
works  of  improvement  include  conserva¬ 
tion  land  treatment  supplemented  by  five 
fioodwater  retarding  structures  and  one 
multiple  purpose  structure  for  flood  pre¬ 
vention  and  municipal  water  supply. 

The  environmental  assessment  file  Is 
available  for  inspection  during  regular 
working  hoiu^  and  single  w^ies  of  the 
negative  declaration  can  be  obtained, 
upon  request,  at  the  following  location: 

Soil  Conservation  Service,  trSDA,  Suite  200, 
240  Stonerldge  Road,  Columbia,  South  Caro¬ 
lina  29210. 

No  administrative  action  on  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  September  19, 1975.  ' 
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(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistanoe 
Program  No.  10.904,  National  Archives  Refer¬ 
ence  Servloes.) 

Dated:  August  27,  1975. 

Shbldom  G.  Boone, 
AcUno  Deputv  Administrator 
for  Water  Resources  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[FR  DOC.7&-23383  FUed  9-3-75;  8: 45  am] 


LITTLE  NESTUCCA  DRAINAGE  DISTRICT 
RC&D  MEASURE  PLAN 

Availability  of  Negative  Declaration 

Pursuant  to  Sectkm  102(2)  (O  of  the 
Natkmal  Environmental  Policy  Act  of 
1969;  part  1500.6(e)  of  the  Council  on 
Envlxonmmtal  Qimllt^  Guidelines  (38 
FR  20550)  August  1, 1973;  and  part  650.8 
(b)  (3)  the  Sou  Ccmservatlon  Service 
Gulddlnes  (39  FR  19651)  June  3,  1974; 
the  Bon  C^onservatlon  Service,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Agriculture  gives  notice  that 
an  environmental  Impact  statement  Is 
not  bdng  prepared  for  the  Little  Nes- 
tucca  Drainage  District  RC&D  Measure 
Plan.  Tillamook  County,  Oregon. 

The  envlrcmmental  assessment  of  this 
federal  action  Indicates  that  the  project 
will  not  create  significant  adverse  local, 
regional,  or  national  Impacts  on  the  en- 
vlronm^it  and  that  no  significant  emi- 
troverey  Is  associated  with  the  project. 
As  a  result  of  these  findings,  Mr.  James 
W.  lifitchell.  State  Conservationist,  Soil 
Conservation  Servl<»,  USDA.  1220  S.W. 
Third  Awmue,  16th  Floor,  Portland,  Ore¬ 
gon  97204,  has  determined  that  the  prep¬ 
aration  and  review  of  an  environmental 
Impact  statement  Is  not  needed  for  this 
project. 

The  plan  Includes  works  of  Improve¬ 
ment  for  fiood  prevention,  drainage,  and 
recreation.  The  planned  wmks  of  Im¬ 
provement  include  rehabilitation  of  por- 
tlmis  of  the  existing  dike,  and  Installa¬ 
tion  of  four  tidegate  structures,  two 
pumping  plants,  and  a  small  amount  of 
channel  revision.  There  will  also  be  a 
boat  laxmching  ramp  with  related  park¬ 
ing  and  rest  room  facilities  installed. 

The  environmental  assessmoxt  file  Is 
available  for  Inspection  during  regular 
working  hours  at  the  following  locati<»i: 

Soil  Conaervatlon  Service,  USDA,  1220  S.W. 
Third  Avenue,  16th  Floor,  Portland,  Oregon 
97204. 

The  Negative  Declaration  is  available 
for  single  copy  requests  fnrni  the  above 
address. 

No  administrative  action  on  Imple¬ 
mentation  of  the  proposal  will  be  taken 
until  September  19,  1975. 

(Catalog  of  Federal  Domestic  Assistance  Pro¬ 
gram  No.  10.901,  National  Archives  Reference 
Services.) 

Dated:  August  27, 1975. 

R.  C.  Barnes,  Jr., 
Acting  Deputy  Administrator 
for  Field  Services,  Soil  Con¬ 
servation  Service. 

[FR  Doc.75-23382  FUed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH. 
EDUCATION,  AND  WELFARE 
Food  and  Drug  Administration 
ADVISORY  (KNUtMITTEES 
FiHng  of  Annual  Reports 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  pursuant 
to  section  13  oi  the  Federal  Advisory 
Committee  Act  (Pub.  L.  92-463,  86  Stat 
770-776  (5  UB.C.  App.  I)),  the  annual 
reports  required  by  the  act  for  Food  and 
D^  Adminlstraticm  advisory  commit¬ 
tees  have  been  filed  with  the  Library  of 
Congress. 

Copies  are  available  for  public  Inspec¬ 
tion  at:  (1)  The  LU»ary  of  Ckmgress, 
Special  Forms  Reading  Room,  Main 
Building,  First  St  and  Independence 
Ave.  SE.,  Washington.  DC  20540;  (2)  the 
D^artment  of  Health,  Education,  and 
Welfare  Library,  Rm.  1436,  330  Inde¬ 
pendence  Ave.  SW..  Wastfington,  DC 
20201,  on  weekdays  between  9  a.m.  and 
4:30  p.m.;  uid  (3)  the  Food  and  Drug 
Administration  Public  Records  and  Doc- 
lunents  Cmter,  Rm.  4-62.  5600  Fishers 
Lane.  Rockville,  MD  20852,  during  work¬ 
ing  hours  Monday  through  Friday. 

Dated:  August  27, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[PR  Doc.75-23406  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


RADIATION  BIO>EFFECTS  AND 
EPIDEMIOLOGY  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Notice  of  Termination 

The  Food  and  Drug  Administration 
announces  the  termination  of  the  Radi¬ 
ation  Ko-Effects  and  Epidemiology  Ad- 
visory  Committee  by  the  Secretary,  D^ 
pertment  of  Health.  Education,  and  Wd- 
fare,  <m  August  4. 1975.  Termlmtkn  was 
recommended  by  FDA  because  the  com¬ 
mittee,  as  It  was  structured,  no  longer 
met  the  needs  of  FDA’s  diversified  radio¬ 
logical  health  research  programs. 

Dated:  August  27, 1975. 

Sam  D.  Fine, 
Associate  Commissioner 
for  Compliance. 

[FR  Doc.75-23408  FUed  9-3-7S;8:46  am] 


Health  Services  Administration 

MATERNAL  AND  CHILD  HEALTH 
RESEARCH  GRANTS  REVIEW  COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

In  accordance  with  section  10(a)(2) 
of  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee  Act 
(Public  Law  92-463),  announcemrat  is 
made  of  the  following  National  Advisory 
body  scheduled  to  assemble  during  the 
month  of  October  1975: 

Name:  Maternal  and  OIxUd  Health  Re¬ 
search  Grants  Review  Committee. 

Date  and  Time:  October  16-17,  1975,  9:00 
a.m. 

Place:  Conference  Room  E,  Parklawn 
Building,  5600  Fishers  Lane,  RockvUle,  Mary¬ 
land. 

Open  on  Ootobw  16,  9:(X)  a.m.-12:30  pm. 

Closed  remainder  of  meeting. 


Purpose:  The  Committee  is  charged  with 
the  review  of  all  research  grant  applications 
In  the  program  areas  of  maternal  and  child 
heaUth  admlnlstwed  by  the  Bureau  of  Com¬ 
munity  Health  Services. 

Agenda:  During  the  open  portion  of  the 
meeting,  agenda  Items  Include  Opening  Re¬ 
marks,  as  weU  as  adminleteative  reports  and 
discussions.  During  the  closed  session,  the 
Committee  wUl  be  performing  the  review  of 
grant  applications  for  FedenU  assistance,  and 
will  not  be  open  to  the  public.  In  accordance 
with  the  provisions  set  forth  In  section  662 
(b)  (4).  (5).  and  (6).  UB.  Code  and  the  De- 
tenninaitlon  by  the  Administrator,  Health 
Servloes  Administration,  pxirsufuit  to  Public 
Law  93-463. 

Agenda  Items  are  subject  to  change  as 
priorities  dictate. 

Anyone  wkdilng  to  obtain  a  roeter  or 
other  relevant  Information  should  con¬ 
tact  Gloria  Wackemah,  Parklawn  Build¬ 
ing.  Boom  12A-08,  5600  Fishers  Lane, 
Rockvilte,  Maryland,  Telephone  (301) 
443-2190. 

Dated:  August  22,  1975. 

W1U.XAM  H.  Aspen,  Jr.. 

Acting  Associate  Administrator 
tor  Management. 

(FR  Doc.75-23385  FUed  9-3-76; 8: 45  am] 


National  Institutes  of  Health 
NIH  GRANTS  PEER  REVIBV  STUDY  TEAM 
EstaWlshment  4  ^ 

The  National  Institutes  of  Health 
(NIH)  has  eskabHshed  an  tntemal  study 
team  to  conduct  a  detailed  and  eom^)^ 
henslve  study  of  the  procedures  genera^ 
known  as  ’’peer  revtew”  and  make  a  re¬ 
port  of  Its  findings  and  reoommendatiems 
to  the  Director,  NIH.  The  team  will  focus 
<xi  the  appUcabUlty  of  the  pe»  review 
process  te  the  NIH  awarding  instruments 
and  programs,  the  attributes  and  prob¬ 
lems  of  attemative  review  procedures, 
and  the  role  and  Character  of  peer  review 
In  the  decision-making  process  at  the 
NIH.  Ih  addition  to  this  broad  charge, 
the  study  team  has  been  asked  specifi¬ 
cally  to  assess  the  ImpcMit  on  and  make 
recommendations  relative  to  peer  review 
and  provisions  of  the  Freedmn  of  Infor¬ 
mation  Act,  the  Federal  Advisory  Com¬ 
mittee  Act.  and  the  Prlrocy  Act. 

The  fifteen  members  of  the  study  team 
refiect  a  broad  cross  section  of  the  NHL 
It  Is  under  the  chairmanship  of  Dr. 
Ruth  L.  Elrschsteln,  Director,  National 
Institute  of  General  Medical  Sciences. 
The  study  team  at  this  time  would  be 
pleased  to  receive  written  comments, 
views,  and  Information  from  the  scien¬ 
tific  community  or  other  Interested 
groups  or  Individuals.  These  may  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  Dr.  MtotiiUde  Solowey,  Execu¬ 
tive  Secretary,  NIH  Grants  Peer  Review 
Study  Team,  Room  4A52,  Building  31. 
National  Institutes  of  Health,  Bethesda, 
Maryland  20014. 

Dated:  August  21, 1975. 

Donald  S.  Fredrickson, 
Director. 

Rational  Institutes  of  Health. 

[FR  Doc.75-38368  FUed  9-8-75;8:4e  am.]  ^ 
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Office  of  Education 

NATIONAL  ADVISORY  COUNCIL  ON 
ADULT  EDUCATION 

Public  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to 
Section  10(a)  (2)  of  the  Federal  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Act  (P.L.  92-463) ,  that 
the  next  meeting  of  the  National  Advi¬ 
sory  Council  on  Adult  Education  will  be 
held  on  September  25,  1975,  from  1:00 
p.m.  to  5:00  p.m.  (new  appointees),  Sep¬ 
tember  26,  1975,  from  9:00  a.m.  to  5:00 
p.m.,  and  on  September  27,  1975,  from 
9:00  a.m.  to  3:00  p.m.,  at  the  Statler  Hil¬ 
ton  Hotel,  Sixteenth  and  K  Streets,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

The  National  Advisory  Coimcil  on 
Adult  Education  is  established  under 
Section  311  of  the  Adult  Education  Act 
(80  Stat.  1216.20  U.S.C.  1201) .  The  Coun¬ 
cil  is  directed  to: 

Advise  the  Commissioner  in  the  prepa¬ 
ration  of  general  regulations  and  with 
resiJect  to  policy  matters  arising  in  the 
administration  of  this  title,  including 
policies  and  procedures  governing  the  ap¬ 
proval  of  State  plans  under  section  306 
and  policies  to  eliminate  duplication,  and 
to  effectuate  the  coordination  of  pro¬ 
grams  under  this  title  and  other  pro¬ 
grams  offering  adult  education  activities 
and  services. 

The  Coxmcil  shall  review  the  admin¬ 
istration  and  effectiveness  of  programs 
under  this  title,  make  recommendations 
with  respect  thereto,  and  make  annual 
reports  to  the  President  of  its  findings 
and  recommendations  (including  recom¬ 
mendations  for  changes  in  this  title  and 
other  Federal  laws  relating  to  adult  edu¬ 
cation  activities  and  services) .  The  Presi¬ 
dent  shall  transmit  each  such  report  to 
the  Congress  together  with  his  comments 
and  recommendations. 

The  meeting  of  the  Council  shall  be 
open  to  the  public.  The  proposed  agenda 
includes: 

Orientation  of  new  Presidential  appointees 
(September  25, 1975) . 

Establishment  of  new  standing  committees, 
selection  of  committee  chairmen,  and  com¬ 
mittee  members. 

Establishment  of  ad  hoc  committees. 
Committee  meetings. 

Committee  reports:  National  Clearinghouse, 
Parent/Early  Childhood  Education,  State 
Advisory  Councils. 

Congressional  oversight  hearing. 

NACAE  PY-76  operational  budget. 

Adult  education  reports  from  NSOE  officials. 

Records  shall  be  kept  of  aU  Council 
proceedings  (and  shall  be  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  OflBce  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Advisory  Council  on  Adult  Educa¬ 
tion  located  in  Room  323,  Pennsylvania 
Bldg.,  425  13th  Street,  N.W.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20004) . 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  on  August 
28,  1975. 

Gary  A.  Eyre, 

Executive  Director,  National 
Advisory  Council  on  Adult  Ed¬ 
ucation. 

IFR  Doc.76-23386  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


DEPARTMENT  OF 
TRANSPORTATION 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety 
Administration 

NATIONAL  HIGHWAY  SAFETY 
ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Orientation  Sessions 


eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (FACA), 
effective  January  5, 1973. 

Issued:  August  29, 1975. 

Wm.  H.  Marsh, 
Executive  Secretary. 
[PR  Doc.75-23421  Piled  9-8-75;8:45  am] 


On  September  23  and  24, 1975,  the  new 
members  of  the  National  Highway  Safe¬ 
ty  Advisory  Committee  are  being  invited 
to  attend  orientation  sessions  at  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  Headquar¬ 
ters  Budding,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C. 

This  is  not  considered  an  official  meet¬ 
ing  of  the  Advisory  Committee.  The  ori¬ 
entation  sessions  are  being  conducted 
for  the  benefit  of  the  new  members  and 
are  open  to  the  public. 

The  National  Highway  Safety  Advis¬ 
ory  Committee  is  composed  of  35  mem¬ 
bers  appointed  by  the  President  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  Highway  Safety  Act 
of  1966  (23  UB.C.  401  et  seq.) .  The  Com¬ 
mittee  consists  of  representatives  of 
State  and  local  governments.  State  legis¬ 
latures,  public  and  private  interests  con¬ 
tributing  to,  affected  by,  or  concerned 
with  highway  safety,  other  public  and 
private  agencies,  organizations,  and 
groups  demonstrating  an  active  interest 
in  highway  safety,  and  research  scien¬ 
tists  and  other  experts  in  highway  safety. 

The  Advisory  Coftimittee  advises,  con¬ 
sults  with,  and  makes  recommendations 
to  the  Secretary  of  Transportation  on 
matters  relating  to  the  activities  of  the 
Department  in  the  field  of  highway 
safety.  The  Committee  is  specifically  au¬ 
thorized  (1)  to  review  research  projects 
or  programs,  and  (2)  to  review,  prior  to 
Issuance,  standards  proposed  to  be  Issued 
by  the  Secretary  under  the  national 
highway  safety  program. 

The  orientation  session  will  be  held  in 
room  2230  from  9  a.m.  to  4  p.m.  on  Sep¬ 
tember  23  with  the  following  agenda: 

Presentation  on  Organization  and  Re¬ 
sponsibilities  of  Advisory  Committee; 
NHTSA;  FHWA. 

Briefing  on  State  and  Community  Pro¬ 
gram. 

Briefing  on  Highway  Safety  Standards 
and  Status  of  State  Implementation. 
Briefing  on  Highway  Trust  Fund. 
Briefing  on  Highway  Safety  Construc¬ 
tion  Programs. 

The  session  on  September  24  will  be 
held  from  8:30  a.m.  until  1  p.m.,  with 
the  following  agenda: 

Briefing  on  Research  Programs. 
Demonstration  Projects  Underway  and 
Planned. 

Discussion  of  Selected  Highway  Safety 
Programs. 

Fiurther  information  may  be  obtained 
from  the  Executive  Secretariat,  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administration, 
Department  of  Transportation,  400  Sev¬ 
enth  Street,  S.W.  Washington,  D.C. 
20590,  telephone  202-426-2872. 

This  notice  is  given  pimsuant  to  sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  Fed- 


I  Docket  No.  75-20;  Notice  2] 

CALIFORNIA  HEARING 
Appointment  of  Board  Members 

On  July  28,  1975,  the  Federal  High¬ 
way  Administrator  and  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administrator 
acting  jointly  issued  a  notice  (40  FR 
32153,  July  31,  1975)  Initiating  proceed¬ 
ings  to  determine  whether  to  invoke  the 
sanctions  specified  in  23  U.S.C.  sec¬ 
tion  402  against  the  State  of  California. 
The  basis  for  the  Initiation  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  was  California’s  failure  to  enact 
a  helmet  use  law  for  motorcycle  drivers 
and  passengers.  The  notice  also  an- 
noimced  that  the  sanctions  hearing 
would  be  held  at  the  Department  of  . 
Transportation  Headquarters  Building, 
Room  4234,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
September  11,  1975. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  S  1206.7  of 
Title  23,  CX>de  of  Federal  Regulations,  a 
review  board  of  three  officials  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  has  been 
appointed  to  conduct  the  hearing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  procedure  set 
forUi  in  Part  1206  of  Title  23,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  for  the  pxHpose  of 
receiving  evidence  and  views  from  the 
State  of  California  and  Interested  per¬ 
sons  concerning  the  proposal  to  Invoke 
sanctions. 

The  membership  of  the  board  is  as  fol¬ 
lows: 

Office  of  the  Secretary  Member  and 
Presiding  Officer:  Herbert  H.  Kaiser,  Jr., 
Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  Environ¬ 
ment,  Safety,  and  Consumer  Affairs. 

Federal  Highway  Administration  M«n- 
ber:  Francis  J.  Locke,  Regional  Coun¬ 
sel,  Region  m,  Baltimore,  Maryland. 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  Member:  Frank  Ephraim, 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Program  Evalua¬ 
tion. 

Issued  on  August  28,  1975. 

Herbert  H.  Kaiser,  Jr., 
Presiding  Officer,  Sanctions 
Hearing  Board. 

[PR  Doc.76-23364  FUed  9-3-76:8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  75-19;  Notice  2] 
ILLINOIS  HEARING 
Appointment  of  Board  Members 
On  July  28,  1975,  the  Federal  High¬ 
way  Administrator  and  the  National 
Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administrator 
acting  jointly  issued  a  notice  (40  FR 
32153,  July  31,  1975)  Initiating  proceed¬ 
ings  to  determine  whether  to  invoke  the 
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sanctions  specified  in  23  U.S.C.  sec¬ 
tion  402  against  the  State  of  Illinois. 
The  basis  for  the  initiation  of  the  pro¬ 
ceedings  was  Illinois’  failure  to  enact  a 
helmet  use  law  for  motorcycle  drivers 
and  passengers.  The  notice  also  an- 
noxmced  that  the  sanctions  hearing 
would  be  hMd  at  the  Department  of 
Transportation  Headquarters  Building, 
Room  4234,  400  Seventh  Street,  S.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20590  at  10:00  a.m.  on 
September  9,  1975. 

Accordingly,  pursuant  to  S  1206.7  of 
Title  23.  Code  of  Federal  Regulations,  a 
review  board  of  three  officials  of  the  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  has  been 
appointed  to  conduct  the  hearing  in  ac¬ 
cordance  with  the  rules  of  procedure  set 
forth  in  Part  1206  of  Title  23,  Code  of 
Federal  Regulations,  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  evidence  and  views  from  the 
State  of  Illinois  and  interested  persons 
concerning  the  proposal  to  invoke 
sanctions. 

The  membership  of  the  board  is  as 
follows:  Office  of  the  Secretary  Member 
and  Presiding  Officer:  Herbert  H.  Kaiser, 
Jr.,  Deputy  Assistant  Secretary  for  En- 
^d^onment,  Safety,  and  Consumer 
Affairs. 

Federal  Highway  Administration 
Member:  Francis  J.  Locke,  Regional 
Counsel,  Region  HI,  Baltimore,  Mary¬ 
land. 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Ad¬ 
ministration  Member:  Frank  Ephraim, 
Director  of  the  Office  of  Program 
Evaluation. 

<  Issued  on  August  26,  1975. 


Discussion  on  Resolutions  Tabled  at 
June  20-21, 1975  Meeting. 

Discussion  on  Driver  Excellence  Program. 
Future  Plans. 

For  further  Information,  contact  Ex¬ 
ecutive  Secretariat,  Room  5215,  400 
Seventh  Street,  SW,  Washington,  D.C., 
telephone  202-426-2872. 

This  notice  is  given  pursuant  to  Sec¬ 
tion  10(a)  (2)  of  Public  Law  92-463,  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (FACA) 
effective  January  5, 1973. 

Issued  on  August  28,  1975. 

William  H.  Marsh, 
Executive  Secretary. 

IPR  r)oc.75-23365  FUed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 

Office  of  the  Secretary 

LONG-RANGE  COMMERCIAL  VEHICLE 
GOALS 

Environmental,  Safety  and  Economic 
Objectives;  Public  Hearing 

The  Chairman  of  the  Energy  Re¬ 
sources  Council  requested  the  Secretary 
of  Transportation  “.  .  .  to  lead  a  joint 
task  force  to  recommend  long  range  en¬ 
ergy  goals  to  the  motor  vehicle  fleet  that 
will  be  compatible  with  environmental, 
safety  and  economic  objectives.”  The 
ERC's  request  further  stated: 

As  part  of  the  Nation’s  long  range  effort 
to  conserve  energy,  there  is  a  need  to  set 
motor  vehicle  fuel  economy  goals  beyond 
1980.  Such  goals  must  meet  the  transporta¬ 
tion  needs  for  automobUes,  trucks  and  buses, 
but  they  must  also  be  blended  with  environ¬ 
mental,  safety  and  economic  considerations. 


information  of  value  4»  the  Federal  (jov- 
emment  and  others  necessary  for  set¬ 
ting  realistic  goals  and  making  realistic 
decisions  for  that  time  frame  and  beyond. 

The  Long-Range  Commercial  Vehicle 
Cloals  Study  will  look  at  possible  alterna¬ 
tive  futures  in  the  1980-1990  decade  in 
the  following  areas: 

A.  The  Future  Conunercial  Motor  Vehicle 
Fleet. 

1.  Sales  projection — capacity. 

2.  Vehicle  configurations,  specifications 
and  mix. 

3.  The  future  highway  system  and  inter- 
modal  mix. 

B.  Fuel  Economy. 

1 .  Technological  changes. 

2.  Operational  changes. 

C.  Environment. 

1.  Gaseous  emissions. 

2.  Noise. 

D.  Safety. 

1.  New  vehicles. 

2.  Vehicles  in  use. 

E.  Economic  Constraints. 

1.  Regulatory. 

2.  System  limitations. 

This  information  will  be  used  to  out¬ 
line  the  trade-offs  necessary  to  achieve 
certain  levels  of  fuel  economy,  safety, 
environmental  control  and  economic 
control  in  the  1^80-1990  decade.  A  sam¬ 
ple  future,  including  sample  priorities, 
compromises  and  assumptions  will  then 
be  explored.  Finally,  a  rudimentary  sen¬ 
sitivity  analysis  of  the  interactions 
among"  fuel  economy,  safety,  environ¬ 
mental  and  economic  controls,  will  be 
performed. 

It  is  recognized  that  many  persons 
concerned  with  the  present  and  future 


S'.'. 

i 


^  Herbert  H.  Kaiser,  Jr., 

^  Presiding  Officer,  Sanctions, 

Hearing  Board. 
JFR  Doc.75-23363  FUed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


►  ’  YOUTH  HIGHWAY  SAFETY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

^  Public  Meeting 

On  September  26-27,  1975,  the  Youth 
Highway  Safety  Advisory  Committee  will 
hold  an  open  meeting  at  the  DOT  Head¬ 
quarters  Building,  400  Seventh  Street, 
SW,  Room  5332-5334,  Washington,  D.C. 
The  Committee  Is  composed  of  persons 
appointed  by  the  National  Highway  Traf¬ 
fic  Safety  Administrator  to  consult  with 
and  advise  him  concerning  programs  and 
activities  to  attract  and  sustain  the  par¬ 
ticipation  of  young  people  in  the  national 
effort  to  combat  highway  deaths  and 
injuries. 

The  meeting  will  be  in  session  from 
9:00  am.  to  4:00  pm.  on  September  26, 
1975  and  from  9:00  a.m.  to  12:00  noon  on 
September  27,  1975.  The  agenda  is  as 
follows: 

Presentation  on  Defensive  Driving 
Course. 

Discussion  on  Speakers  Bureau. 
Presentation  on  55  MPH  Speed  Limit. 
Swearing-In  by  Administrator,  NHTSA. 
Orientation  and  Selection  of  Chalrper- 


Separate  interagency  task  forces  have 
been  established  to  approach  passenger 
car  and  light  truck  concerns,  on  the  one 
hand,  and  commercial  vehicle  (medium 
and  heavy-duty  trucks  and  buses)  con¬ 
cerns  on  the  other.  Notices  of  Public 
Hearings  discussing  the  passenger  car 
and  light  truck  task  force  work  and  set¬ 
ting  forth  dates  for  public  hearings  were 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  of 
July  8,  1975,  (40  PR  28666)  and  July  21, 
1975,  (40  FR  30522).  This  notice  ad¬ 
dresses  the  long-range  commercial  ve¬ 
hicle  goals. 

The  long-range  commercial  vehicle 
goals  study  will  complement  the  Volun¬ 
tary  TriKk  and  Bus  Fuel  Economy  Im¬ 
provement  Program.  A  docket  (FFM)1) 
to  provide  public  comment  on  the  form 
such  a  program  should  take  was  estab¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  of  March 
26,  1975,  (40  FR  13331).  Comments  re¬ 
ceived  in  response  to  the  thirteen  specific 
areas  of  concern  outlined  in  that  docket 
have  been  summarized  and  summaries 
are  available  as  background  information 
on  both  the  voluntary  program  and  the 
goals  study  from  the  Manager,  Voluntary 
Truck  and  Bus  Fuel  Economy  Improve¬ 
ment  Program,  TST-50,  U.S.  Depart¬ 
ment  of  Transportation,  Washington, 
D.C.  20590.  The  volimtary  program  is  de¬ 
signed  to  achieve  maximum  energy  con¬ 
servation  and  productivity  improvement 


commercial  vehicle  fleet  may  have  taken 
the  opportunities  presented  by  the  pas¬ 
senger  car  and  light  truck  task  force 
hearings  to  discuss  their  interests  and 
concerns.  This  information  will  be  for¬ 
warded  to  the  commercial  vehicle  task 
force.  However,  In  the  interest  of  public 
participation,  a  separate  hearing,  con¬ 
cerned  with  the  commercial  vehicle  long- 
range  goals  study  alone,  will  be  held. 
The  hearing  will  be  non-adversary  in 
nature  and  will  provide  an  opoprtunlty 
for  all  concerned  to  provide  input  which 
they  feel  will  be  of  value  to  the  task 
force  in  its  deliberations.  The  hearing 
will  be  held  on  October  8, 1975,  beginning 
at  10  a.m.,  e.d.t.,  in  Room  2330-2332,  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation  (Nassif) 
Building,  400  7th  Street,  SW.,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20590. 

Any  person  wishing  to  be  heard  must 
make  a  written  request  for  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  make  an  oral  presentation. 
The  request  should  be  directed  to: 

Mr.  David  A.  Pay,  TST-60,  Boom  6222,  Trans 

Point  BuUding,  U.S.  Department  of  Trans¬ 
portation,  Washington,  D.C.  20590. 

The  request  should  include  the  ap¬ 
proximate  time  necessary  to  make  the 
presentation,  which  In  no  case  should 
exceed  30  minutes.  Presentation  times 
will  be  assigned  In  the  order  requests  are 
received.  At  this  time  it  is  not  oont«n- 


son. 


in  the  motor  carrier  industry  in  the  near  plated  that  the  hearing  will  continue  be- 


Discussion  on  Resolution  Passed  at  June  term  while  the  long-range  goals  study  yond  6  p.m.,  nor  be  carried  over  into  a 


I  20-21, 1975  Meeting. 
^  \ 


looks  at  the  1980-1990  decade  to  provide  second  day.  Persons  requesting  to  make 
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an  oral  presentation  will  be  informed, 
prior  to  the  date  of  the  hearing,  of  the 
approximate  time  they  will  be  heard.  A 
minimum  of  10  copies  of  each  presenta¬ 
tion  is  requested  to  be  submitted  by  each 
person  heard.  Written  statements  in 
addition  to  the  oral  statement  or  sub¬ 
mitted  by  persons  not  making  an  oral 
statement  are  also  welcome  and  will  be¬ 
come  part  of  the  record.  A  transcript  of 
the  hearing  will  be  made  and  placed  in 
Docket  No.  FE-01,  which  is  open  to  the 
public  during  normal  working  hours  in 
the  Docket  Section,  National  Highway 
Traffic  Safety  Administration,  U.S.  De¬ 
partment  of  Transportation,  Room  5108, 
400  7th  Street,  S.W.,  Washington,  D.C. 
20590.  Any  person  may  purchase  a  copy 
of  the  transcript  from  the  reporter,  at 
the  cost  of  duplication. 

Issued  in  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 
28,  1975. 

J.  E.  Wesler, 

Acting  Manager.  Voluntary 
Truck  and  Bus  Fuel  Economy 
Improvement  Program. 

[PR  Doc.75-23404  Filed  9-3-75;8;45  am] 

CIVIL  AERONAUTICS  BOARD 

[Docket  No.  27790] 

BALAIR  AG 

Prehearing  Conference  and  Hearing  Re¬ 
garding  Foreign  Charter  Permit  Renewal 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  September  22,  1975, 
at  10:00  a.m.  (local  time),  in  Room  503, 
Universal  Building,  1825  Ck>nnectlcut 
Avenue,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.,  before 
Administrative  Law  Judge  Richard  M. 
Hartsock. 

Notice  is  also  given  that  the  hearing 
may  be  held  immediately  following  con¬ 
clusion  of  the  prehearing  conference 
unless  a  person  objects  or  shows  reason 
for  postponement  on  or  before  Septem¬ 
ber  12, 1976. 

Ordinary  transcript  will  be  adequate 
for  the  proper  conduct  of  this  proceed¬ 
ing. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  28, 
1975. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[PR  Doc.75-23448  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 


[Order  75-8-140;  Docket  No.  28242] 

EASTERN  AIR  LINES,  INC. 

Order  of  Investigation  and  Suspension 
Regarding  Advance  Ticketing 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C. 
on  the  29th  day  of  August,  1975. 

By  tariff  revisions  ^  marked  to  become 
effective  September  1,  1975,  Eastern  Air 
lines,  Inc.  (Eastern)  proposes  to  tighten 
significantly  its  advance  ticket  purchase 
rule  applicable  in  the  northeast  United 
States-Plorida  market  for  travel  during 


1  Revisions  to  Airline  Tariff  Publishing 
Oompany,  Agent,  Tariff  C.A.B.  No.  142. 
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the  1975/1976  Cffiristmas/New  Year  holi¬ 
day  season.  The  proposed  rule  requires 
tickets  to  be  purchased  from  one  hour  in 
advance  of  departure  to  not  later  than 
5  days  after  acceptance  of  reservations, 
depending  on  how  far  in  advance  reser¬ 
vations  are  made.  The  present  rule  re¬ 
quires  ticket  purchase  a  maximum  of 
four  weeks  prior  to  departure. 

In  support  of  its  proposal.  Eastern  re¬ 
cites  reservation  problems  in  the  north- 
east-Florlda  market  during  the  Christ¬ 
mas/New  Year  holiday  season.  Allegedly 
flights  are  frequently  sold  out  90  days 
or  more  in  advance,  with  consequent 
lack  of  saleable  space  and  encourage¬ 
ment  of  speculative  advance  bookings. 
Eastern  claims  the  wait  lists  for  peak- 
period  flights  equal  or  exceed  the  num¬ 
ber  of  seats  on  the  flight  and  that  40 
percent  of  those  wait-listed  reserve  a  seat 
on  an  alternative  flight.  It  asserts  that 
58  percent  of  the  bookings  made  more 
than  90  days  in  advance  are  canceled 
and  that  the  incremental  cost  of  efforts 
to  flU  the  seats  resulting  from  those  can¬ 
cellations  is  $1.84  per  passenger.  East¬ 
ern  claims  67  days  prior  to  departure  is 
the  average  for  bookings  for  peak  travel 
periods.  According  to  Eastern,  experi¬ 
ence  shows  that  ticketed  passengers  tend 
to  no-show  at  a  much  lower  rate  than 
persons  who  have  not  purchased  tickets. 
Eastern  claims  that  the  proposed  rule 
will  result  in  a  decrease  in  speculative 
bookings  and  be  effective  in  streamlining 
the  reservation  procedures  and  in  allow¬ 
ing  it  to  book  a  significantly  increased 
level  of  traffic  on  the  flight  of  their 
choice.  However,  it  alleges  that  specu¬ 
lative  booking  would  not  be  sufficiently 
curtailed  to  offset  interest  paid  on  money 
held  as  a  result  of  the  advance  ticketing 
rule,  and  Eastern  therefore  does  not  pro¬ 
pose  such  interest  payments.  Eastern 
estimates,  based  on  an  average  ticket 
price  of  $90.00  and  its  average  advance 
reservation  of  67  days,  that  interest 
would  average  99  cents  or  about  half  the 
incremental  cost  per  passenger  from  wait 
lists. 

No  complaints  were  filed. 

Upon  consideration  of  the  tariff  filing 
and  all  other  relevant  matters,  the  Board 
concludes  that  the  proposed  advance 
ticketing  rule  may  be  unjust  or  unrea¬ 
sonable,  or  unjustly  discriminatory,  or 
unduly  preferential,  or  unduly  preju¬ 
dicial,  or  otherwise  unlawful,  and  should 
be  investigated.  We  further  conclude 
that  it  should  be  suspended  pending 
investigation. 

The  heavy  advance  bookings,  cancel¬ 
lations,  and  no-show  difficulties  the  car¬ 
riers  encounter  in  the  northeast-Plorida 
market  during  the  Christmas/New  Year 
holiday  peak  travel  period  have  long 
been  acknowledged  by  the  Board,  and 
over  the  years  the  carriers  have  been 
permitted  to  establish  reasonable  ad¬ 
vance  ticketing  requirements  to  alleviate 
the  problem.  However,  the  Board  has 
consistently  suspended  proposals  which 
would  tie  up  the  passenger’s  money  for 
more  than  four  weeks  where  there  was 
no  provision  for  interest  payments. 
Eastern’s  proposal  to  require  ticketing 
within  five  days  of  reservation  no  matter 
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when  the  reservation  is  made  runs  coun-^ 
ter  to  that  policy  and  would,  in  our 
opinion,  impose  an  unnecessarily  harsh 
burden  on  the  passenger,  tie  up  his  funds 
for  an  unacceptably  long  period  of  time, 
and  has  not  been  shown  to  be  necessary 
for  substantial  alleviation  of  the  prob¬ 
lem.*  In  our  view.  Eastern  has  not  dem¬ 
onstrated  that  the  present  four-week 
maximum  advance  ticketing  period  has 
failed  to  control  significant  speculative 
advance  bookings  or  that  the  proposed 
rule  would  so  substantially  improve  the 
situation  as  to  justify  the  added  burden 
it  would  place  on  the  passengers.* 
Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the  Federal 
Aviation  Act  of  1958,  and  particularly 
sections  204,  403,  404,  and  1002  thereof, 
It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  An  investigation  be  instituted  to 
determine  whether  the  provisions  of 
Rule  65(A)  on  28th  Revised  Page  20-B 
of  Airline  Tariff  Publishing  Company, 
Agent’s  Tariff  C.A.B.  No.  142,  and  rules, 
regulations,  or  practices  affecting  such 
provisions,  are  or  will  be  unjust,  un¬ 
reasonable,  unjustly  discriminatory,  un¬ 
duly  preferential,  unduly  prejudlci^,  or 
otherwise  unlawful,  and,  if  foimd  to  be 
unlawful,  to  determine  and  prescribe  the 
lawful  provisions,  and  rules,  regulations, 
or  practices  affecting  such  provisions; 

2.  Pending  hearing  and  decision  by  the 
Boar  A  the  provisions  of  Rule  65(A)  on 
28th  Revised  Page  20-B  of  Airline  Tariff 
Publishing  Company,  Agent’s  Tariff 
C.A.B.  No.  142  are  suspiended  and  their 
use  deferred  to  and  including  Novem¬ 
ber  29,  1975,  unless  otherwise  ordered 
by  the  Board,  and  that  no  changes  be 
made  therein  during  the  period  of  sus¬ 
pension  except  by  order  or  special  per¬ 
mission  of  the  Board; 

3.  'The  investigation  ordered  herein  be 
assigned  before  an  Administrative  Law 
Judge  of  the  Board  at  a  time  and  place 
hereafter  to  be  designated;  and 

4.  Copies  of  this  order  be  filed  with 
the  aforesaid  tariff  and  be  served  upon 
Eastern  Air  Lines,  Inc.,  which  is  hereby 
made  a  party  to  this  proceeding. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

[seal]  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-23450  FUed  9-3-75; 8:45  am] 


[Docket  Nos.  27595  and  27596] 

FINNAIR  OY  AND  KAR  AIR  OY 

Regarding  Foreign  Permit  Amendment 
and  Renewal 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  this  proceeding  is  as¬ 
signed  to  be  held  on  October  7,  1975,  at 


*Th6  severity  of  the  requirement  Is  Illus¬ 
trated  by  Eastern’s  claim  that  Its  reserva¬ 
tions  are  made  an  average  of  67  days  In 
advance  of  departure. 

=>  Eastern  makes  not  a  single  allegation 
that  planes  have  or  will  depart  with  empty 
seats  because  of  multiple  reservations  and 
consequent  no-shows  under  the  present 
fo\ir-week  maximum  advance  ticketing  rule. 
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9:30  a.m.  (local  time)  in  Boom  503,  Uni¬ 
versal  Building,  1825  Connecticut  Ave¬ 
nue,  N.W.,  Washington,  O.C.,  before  Ad¬ 
ministrative  Law  Judge  Burton  S.  Kolko. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  28, 
1975. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Park, 

Chief  Administrative  Law  Judge. 

[FR  r)oc.75-23447  PUed  9-3-75;8:45  ami 


[Order  No.  75-8-146;  Docket  Nos.  28096, 
27625.  27684] 

PAN  AMERICAN  WORLD  AIRWAYS,  INC. 

AND  NORTHWEST  AIRLINES.  INC. 

j  Fare  Investigation;  Order  on 

'  Reconsideration 

Adopted  by  the  Civil  Aeronautics 
Board  at  its  office  in  Washington,  D.C.  on 
the  29th  day  of  August,  1975. 

By  Order  75-7-104,  July  22,  1975,  the 
Board  instituted  an  investigation  of  the 
military  fares  listed  in  tariffs  filed  by 
Pan  American  World  Airways,  Inc.  (Pan 
Am)  ^  and  Northwest  Airlines,  Inc. 
(Northwest)  .*  The  Board  also  permitted 
the  fares  and  provisions  set  forth  in 
these  tariffs  to  be  effective  through  June 
30,  1976. 

Five  supplemental  carriers  jointly  * 
filed  a  petition  on  August  8,  1975,  re¬ 
questing  the  Board  to  reconsider  Order 
75-7-104  and  suspend  the  subject  tariffs 
pending  their  investigation  or  to  ex- 
p>edite  and  terminate  the  investigation 
and  the  tariffs  by  December  31, 1975. 

Answers  in  opposition  to  the  petition 
were  filed  by  the  Department  of  Defense, 
Northwest  and  Pan  Am. 

In  support  of  their  petition  the  car¬ 
riers  state  that  the  Cat^ory  Y  tariffs  are 
completeh^  at  odds  with  the  Board’s  rate¬ 
making  policies  set  out  in  Part  288  of 
the  Economic  Regulations  which  distin¬ 
guished  military  charter  service  rates 
from  scheduled  service  rates.  Moreover, 
past  Board  expressions  have  questioned 
the  economics  of  the  charter  rates  for 
scheduled  services  and,  with  the  exten¬ 
sion  of  the  tariffs,  the  Category  Y  rates 
are  becoming  embedded  in  the  fare  struc¬ 
ture.  The  petitioners  request,  in  the  al¬ 
ternative,  that  hi  this  case  wl^ere  there 
is  prima  facie  inconsistency  with  other 
Board  rate  determinations  and  where 
larger  questions  of  policy  and  precedent 
are  involved,  the  Board  should  fix  a  De¬ 
cember  31,  1975,  termination  date  on  the 
Category  Y  tariffs  and  commit  itself  to 
conclude  the  investigation  by  that  date. 

The  petition  presents  no  new  facts  or 
considerations  for  Board  reconsidera¬ 
tion.  The  contentions  raised  were  before 
the  Board  in  reaching  the  decision  in 
Order  75-7-104.  As  indicated  therein, 
neither  past  experience  nor  the  evidence 
submitted  Indicate  an  adverse  imi>act 


1  Tariff  C-A3.  No.  438  Issued  by  Inter¬ 
national  Traffic  Tariffs  Corp.,  Agent. 

» Tariff  CA3.  No.  520  issued  by  Northwest 
Airlines,  Inc.  (also  operating  as  Northwest 
Orient  Airlines), 

*  Capitol  International  Airways,  Inc.,  Over¬ 
seas  National  Airways,  Inc.,  Saturn  Airways, 
Inc.;  TVans  Intematl<mal  Airlines,  Inc.;  and 
World  Airways,  Inc. 


upon  the  petitioners  which  would  war¬ 
rant  an  earlier  expiration  of  these  tariffs 
or  a  departure  from  normal  tariff  In¬ 
vestigation  procedures. 

Accordingly,  upon  consideration  of  the 
foregoing,  pursuant  to  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  of  1958,  as  amended,  and  par¬ 
ticularly  sections  204(a),  403,  404  and 
1002  thereof. 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

The  petition  for  reconsideration  of 
Order  75-7-104  in  Dockets  28096,  27625 
and  27684  be  and  it  is  hereby  denied. 

This  order  will  be  published  in  the 
Federal  Register. 

By  the  Civil  Aeronautics  Board. 

fSEALl  Edwin  Z.  Holland, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-23449  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 

COMMISSION  ON  CIVIL  RIGHTS 
ILLINOIS  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
Of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Illinois 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commission  will  convene  at  2  p.m.  and 
end  at  4  p.m.  on  September  24,  1975,  at 
230  South  Dearborn,  Room  3251,  Chicago, 
Illinois  60604. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
person,  or  the  Midwestern  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission,  32nd  floor,  230 
S.  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  Illinois  school  problems  with  the 
director  of  the  Illinois  Department  of 
Education. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  29, 
1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
|FR  Doc.75-23416  FUed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


NEBRASKA  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 
Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Nebraska 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commission  will  convene  at  1  p.m.  and 
end  at  5  pan.  on  September  22,  1975,  at 
215  S.  15th  Street,  Room  327,  Lincoln, 
Nebraska. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chairper¬ 
son,  or  the  Central  States  Regional  Office 
of  the  Commission,  Room  3103,  Old  Fed¬ 
eral  Office  Building,  911  Walnut  Street, 
Kansas  City,  Missoi^  64106. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  re¬ 
lease  Nebraska  Report  and  a  planning 
meeting  to  discuss  programs  for  the  fol¬ 
lowing  year. 


This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  29, 
1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc .75-23417  Filed  9-3-75; 8: 46  am] 


NEW  HAMPSHIRE  STATE  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  R^rulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  New 
Hampshire  State  Advisory  Committee 
(SAC)  to  this  Commission  will  convene 
at  7:30  p.m.  and  end  at  10:30  p.m.  on 
September  25,  1975,  at  the  Sheraton 
Wayfarer  Motor  Inn,  Manchester,  New 
Hampshire. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meeting 
should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
person  or  the  Northeastern  Regional 
Office  of  the  Commission,  Room  1639,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  New  York 
10007. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  planning  for  activities  and  projects 
for  coming  year. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pursu¬ 
ant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of  the 
Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  29, 
1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  DOC.75-234J8  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


OHIO  STATE  ADVISORY  COMMITTEE 

Agenda  and  Notice  of  Open  Meeting 

Notice  is  hereby  given,  pursuant  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Rules  and  Regulations 
of  the  U.S.  Commission  on  Civil  Rights, 
that  a  planning  meeting  of  the  Ohio 
State  Advisory  Committee  (SAC)  to  this 
Commission  will  convene  at  10  a.m.  and 
end  at  4:30  p.m.  on  September  27,  1975, 
at  the  Netherland  Hotel,  5th  &  Race, 
Cincinnati,  Ohio  45201. 

Persons  wishing  to  attend  this  meet¬ 
ing  should  contact  the  Committee  Chair¬ 
person,  or  the  Midwestern  Regional  Of¬ 
fice  of  the  Commission,  32nd  floor,  230 
S.  Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  Illinois 
60604. 

The  purpose  of  this  meeting  is  to  dis¬ 
cuss  report  of  Education  Subcommittee; 
plan  for  release  of  Prison  Study  and  to 
discuss  Revenue  Sharing  Project. 

This  meeting  will  be  conducted  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Rules  and  Regulations  of 
the  Commission. 

Dated  at  Washington,  D.C.,  August  29, 
1975. 

Isaiah  T.  Creswell,  Jr., 
Advisory  Committee 
Management  Officer. 

[FR  Doc.75-23419  Filed  9-3-76;8:46  a.m.l 
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CONSUMER  PRODUCT  SAFETY 
COMMISSION 

BARRETT  CARPET  MILLS,  INC.  ET  AL 

Commencement  of  Enforcement 
Proceeding  and  Prehearing  Conference 

Barrett  Carpet  Mills,  Inc.,  a  corpora¬ 
tion,  and  Roy  C.  Barrett,  individually  and 
as  an  officer  of  the  corporation. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  a  prehear¬ 
ing  conference  in  the  above-entitled  mat¬ 
ter  will  be  held  on  September  9,  1975 
pursuant  to  an  order  (reprinted  below) 
served  by  Administrative  Law  Judge 
Paul  N.  Pfeiffer.  This  notice  is  given  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission’s  Proposed  and  Interim 
Rules  of  Practice  for  Adjudicative  Pro¬ 
ceedings  published  on  July  23,  1974  (39 
FR  26848)  and  which  governs  adjudica¬ 
tive  proceedings  in  this  matter. 

A  Notice  of  Enforcement  has  been  pre¬ 
pared  by  the  Commission’s  staff,  issued 
by  the  Commission  and  served  upon  Bar¬ 
rett  Carpet  Mills,  Inc.,  and  Roy  C.  Bar¬ 
rett,  individually  and  as  an  officer  of  the 
corporation  (the  respondents)  as  re¬ 
quired  by  the  above  referenced  Rules.  In 
this  Notice  of  Enforcement  (reprinted 
below)  the  staff  allies  that  respondents 
manufacturai,  sold  and  delivered  in  in¬ 
terstate  commerce  between  January  1, 
1973  and  December  31,  1973  certain  car¬ 
pets  and  rugs  in  style  222,  Paradise  Val¬ 
ley  (foam  backed)  which  failed  to  con¬ 
form  to  the  test  and  acceptance  criteria 
set  forth  in  sections  3  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Department  of  Commerce  Standard  for 
the  Surface  Rammability  of  Carpets  and 
Rugs  (DOC  FP  1-70)  as  required  by  sec¬ 
tion  3(a)  of  the  Rammable  Fabrics  Act 
(15  U.S.C.  1192) .  ’This  defect  may  also  be 
an  unfair  method  of  competition  and  an 
unfair  and  deceptive  act  within  the  intent 
and  meaning  of  section  5  of  Uie  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act  (15  U.S.C.  45). 

The  docket  in  this  matter  is  available 
in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of  the 
Commission.  Any  p>erson,  other  than  the 
respondents,  who  desires  to  become  a 
party  to  the  proceedings,  to  participate 
in  the  prehearing  conference,  or  to  testify 
at  the  hearing,  may  request  to  do  so  by 
writing  to  the  Honorable  Paul  N.  Pfeif¬ 
fer,  Administrative  Law  Judge,  Consiuner 
Pn^uct  Safety  Commission,  Room  1000, 
Washington,  D.C.  20207  or  by  telephon¬ 
ing  (202)  634-7171  by  close  of  business 
September  8, 1975. 

Dated;  August 28, 1975. 

Sadye  E.  Dunn, 
Secretary,  Consumer 
Product  Safety  Commission. 

[CPSC  Docket  No.  76-5] 

In  the  Matter  of;  BARRETT  CARPET 
MILLS,  INC.  a  corporation,  and  ROY  C.  BAR¬ 
RETT,  Individually  and  as  an  officer  of  the 
corporation. 

Noncx  or  Pbehearinq  Conterencs 

A  prehearing  coixferenco  for  the  purpose. 
Inter  alia,  at  dehning  the  lasues  to  be  heard, 
providing  for  discovery  of  evidence,  and 
establishing  dates  for  the  service  of  written 
tesamony  and  exhSbltB  and  the  time  and 
place  of  bearing  will  be  held  Tuesday,  Sep- 


tembw  Otb,  1975  at  10  a.m.  (e.da.t.)  In  the 
Commlselon’s  Seventh  Floor  Conference 
Boom  at  1760  K  8t.,  N.W.  Washington,  D.C. 
20207. 

Memoranda  addressed  to  the  above  Items 
shoxUd  be  served  on  opposing  counsel  by  the 
close  of  business  Friday,  September  6th,  1975. 

Paui.  N.  Pteiffeb, 
Administrative  Law  Judge. 

Notice  of  Enfobcememt 

In  the  Matter  of  BARRETT  CARPET 
MILLS,  INC.,  a  corporation,  and  ROY  O. 
BARRETT,  Individually  and  as  an  officer  of 
the  corporation. 

[CPSC  Docket  No.  75-6] 

The  staff  of  the  Consumer  Product  Safety 
Commission  (Commission)  believes  that  Bar¬ 
rett  Carpet  Mills,  Inc.  and  Roy  C.  Barrett, 
Individually  and  as  an  officer  of  the  cor¬ 
poration,  (respondents),  have  violated  the 
provisions  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commission 
Act  (15  U.S.C.  41  et  seq.),  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act  (16  UJS.C.  1191  et  seq.),  the  rules 
and  regulations  promulgated  under  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act  (16  CPR,  Part  300), 
and  the  Standard  for  the  Surface  Flam¬ 
mability  of  Carpets  and  Rugs  (FF  1-70). 
Commission  jurisdiction  over  this  matter  is 
based  on  the  transfer  of  fxmctions  under  the 
foregoing  Acts  to  the  Commission  by  section 
30  of  the  Consumer  Product  Safety  Act  (16 
U.S.C.  2051,2079). 

The  Commission  has  reason  to  believe,  on 
the  basis  of  evidence  presented  by  the  staff, 
that  violations  of  the  Acts  may  have  oc¬ 
curred.  It  appears  to  the  Commission  that  It 
would  be  In  the  Interest  of  the  public  to 
Issue  this  Notice  of  Enforcement  to  com¬ 
mence  adjudicatory  proceedings.  Therefore, 
pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Federal 
Trade  Commission  Act,  the  Flammable  Fab¬ 
rics  Act,  and  the  Proposed  and  Interim  Rules 
of  Practice  promulgated  thereunder  (16  CFR 
1026,  39  FB  26848,  Jnly  23.  1974),  the  Com¬ 
mission  has  authorized  the  staff  to  Issue 
Notice  of  Enforcement. 

The  staff  of  the  Commission  states  Its 
charges  as  follows: 

(1)  Respondent  Barrett  Carpet  MUls,  Inc. 
Is  a  corporation  organized  and  doing  busi¬ 
ness  under  the  laws  of  the  State  of  Georgia. 
Respondent  Roy  C.  Barrett  ts  an  officer  of 
the  corporate  respondent.  He  formulates,  di¬ 
rects,  and  controls  the  acts,  practices  and 
policies  of  the  corporation. 

Respondents  are  engaged  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  sale  of  carpets  and  rugs  with  their 
office  and  principal  place  of  bvislness  located 
at  2216  Abtrtment  Road.  P.O.  Box  2045,  Dal¬ 
ton,  Georgia  30720. 

(2)  Respondents  are  now  and  have  been 
engaged  in  the  following:  the  manufacture 
for  sale,  sale  or  offering  for  sale  In  com¬ 
merce,  and  the  introduction,  delivery  for  In¬ 
troduction,  transportation  and  causing  to  be 
transported  In  commerce,  and  the  sale  or 
delivery  after  s%Je  or  shipment  In  commerce 
of  products,  as  the  terms  “commerce’’  and 
"product”  are  defined  In  the  Flammable 
Fabrics  Act  as  amended  (16  U.S.C.  1191  et 
seq.),  which  products  are  subject  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Flammable  Fabrics  Act, 
the  Standard  for  the  Surface  Flammability 
of  Carpets  and  Riigs  (PF  1-70),  and  the 
Rules  and  Regulations  issued  imder  the 
Standard  and  the  Act.  Among  such  prod¬ 
ucts  mentioned  above  were  carpets  and  rugs 
In  Style  222,  Paradise  Valley  (foam 
backed),  manufactured  by  respondents  be¬ 
tween  January  1,  1973  and  December  31, 
1973,  which  are  subject  to  the  Department 
of  Commerce  Standard  for  the  Studace  Flam¬ 
mability  of  Carpets  and  Bugs  (DOC  FF  1-70), 
but  which  failed  to  conform  to  the  require¬ 


ments  of  the  standard,  as  required  by  Sec¬ 
tion  3(a)  of  the  Flammable  Rtbrics  Act  (15 
UB.C.  1192),  In  that  they  did  not  meat  the 
criteria  set  out  in  S  .3  (b)  and  (c)  of  the 
Standard. 

Attached  hereto  are  copies  of  the  following 
documents,  which  the  staff  considers  to  con¬ 
stitute  a  prlma  facie  case: 

(1)  CPSC  laboratory  test  report.  No.  C- 
2438,  showing  a  sample  swatch  of  Style  222, 
Paradise  Valley  (foam  bckck)  carpet,  roll 
#7048-21,  color  Copper  Glow,  secured  at 
Barrett  Carpet  Mills,  not  to  meet  the  test 
and  acceptance  criteria  for  carpets  and  rugs. 

(2)  Barrett  Carpet  Mills  Invoice  #15412, 
dated  7/19/73,  showing  the  acquisition  by 
David  C.  Gibson,  Inc.,  2568  Bock  Hill  In¬ 
dustrial  Court,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63144  of 
Style  222,  Paradise  Valley  (foam  back)  car¬ 
pet,  roll  #7048-11,  color  Cc^per  Glow,  from 
Barrett  Carpet  MUls,  Inc. 

(3)  CPSC  laboratory  test  report.  No.  C- 
2456  showing  a  sample  swatch  of  Style  222, 
Paradise  Valley  (foam  back)  carpet,  roll 
#10923-12,  color  Antique  Satin,  secured  at 
Barrett  Carpet  Mills,  not  to  meet  the  test 
and  acceptance  criteria  for  carpets  and  rugs. 

(4)  Barrett  Carpet  MUls  invoice  #18594, 
dated  12/14/73,  showing  the  acquisition  by 
David  C.  Gibson,  Inc.,  2663  Rock  HIU  In- 
dustoial  Coiurt,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  63144  of 
Style  222,  Paradise  Valley  (foam  back)  car¬ 
pet,  roll  #7048-11,  color  Copper  Glow,  from 
Barrett  Carpet  MUls,  Inc. 

(6)  CPSC  laboratory  test  report.  No.  C- 
2673,  showing  a  sample  swatch  of  Style  222, 
Paradise  VaUey  (foam  back)  carpet,  rtUl 
#10348-11,  color  Fiesta  Red.  secured  at 
Overberg  Decorating  Center.  Festus,  Missouri, 
not  to  meet  the  test  and  acceptance  criteria 
for  carpets  and  rugs. 

(6)  Barrett  Carpet  MUls  Invoice  #18411, 
dated  12/7/73,  showing  the  acquisition  of 
Style  222,  Paradise  VaUey  (foam  back)  car¬ 
pet,  roll  #10348-11,  by  Overberg  Decorating 
Center  from  David  C.  Glbsotx,  Inc.,  St.  Louis, 
Mlssoml,  distributor  for  Barrett  Carpet  MUls. 

The  aforementioned  Commission  Exhibits 
shall  not  preclude  Enforcement  Counsel  from 
offering  further  evidence  bearing  on  the  sub¬ 
ject  matter. 

(3)  The  aforesaid  acts  and  practices  of 
respondents  were  and  are  In  violatlota  of  the 
Flammable  Fabrics  Act,  eis  amended,  and  the 
rules  and  regulations  promulgated  there¬ 
under  and  as  such  constitute  unfair  methods 
of  competition  and  unfair  and  deceptive  acts 
and  practices  in  commerce,  within  the  intent 
and  meaning  of  the  Federal  Trade  Commis¬ 
sion  Act. 

Therefore,  the  staff  of  the  Consumer  Prod¬ 
uct  Safety  Commission,  with  approval  of  the 
Commission,  hereby  issues  this  Notice  of  En¬ 
forcement  on  the  18th  day  of  July  1975. 

Sadtx  E.  Dttnn, 
Secretary,  Consumer  Product 
Safety  Commission. 

[FR  Doc.75-23373  FUed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 

DEFENSE  MANPOWER 
COMMISSION 

MEETING 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Cramuittee  Act  (Public 
Law  92-463),  notice  Is  hereby  given  that 
the  Commissioners  of  the  Defense  Man¬ 
power  Commission  will  meet  on  Septem¬ 
ber  19,  1975  at  9:00  a.nL  in  the  New 
Executive  Office  Building,  Room  2008, 
726  Jackson  Place,  N.W.,  Washington. 
D.C.  20036. 
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The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Because  of  limited  space,  interest^  per¬ 
sons  wishing  to  attend  should  telephone 
(202)  254-7803  prior  to  this  meeting. 

Bruce  Palmer,  Jr., 
General,  USA  (.Ret.) , 
Executive  Director. 

IFR  Doc.75-23439  Piled  9-3-76;8:46  amj 

ENVIRONMENTAL  PROTECTION 
AGENCY 

IPRL  426-2;  OPP-000131 

STATE-FEDERAL  FIFRA  IMPLEMENTATION 

ADVISORY  COMMITTEE  WORKING 

GROUP  ON  ENFORCEMENT 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  P.  *L.  92-463,  notice  is 
hereby  given  that  a  two-day  meeting  of 
the  State-Federal  FIFRA  Implementa¬ 
tion  Advisory  Committee’s  Working 
Group  on  Enforcement  will  be  held  on 
September  18  and  19,  1975,  in  Denver, 
Colorado, 

This  is  the  first  meeting  of  the  Work¬ 
ing  Group  on  Enforcement  under 
SFFIAC  auspices.  The  meeting  will  be 
concerned  primarily  with  review  and 
drafting  of  priorities  that  It  feels  EPA 
should  give  attention  to  In  the  enforce¬ 
ment  area  during  the  next  12  m<mths, 
Including  but  not  limited  to,  needed 
Pesticide  Enforcement  Policy  Statements 
and  procedures  for  their  development 
and  review  by  the  Working  Group;  co¬ 
operative  State-Federal  enforc^ent 
agreements ;  and  performance  standards 
for  State  enforcement  programs. 

This  meeting  Is  open  to  the  public.  For 
details  as  to  the  time  and  place,  please 
contact  George  Beshore,  Acting  Chief, 
Program  Support  and  Special  Projects 
Bramdi,  Office  of  Pesticide  Programs,  En- 
Ttranmental  Protection  Agency,  401  II 
Street  SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460  (202) 
755-0180. 

Dated:  August  28, 1975. 

EowiN  L.  Johnson, 
Deputy  Assistant  Administrator 
tor  Pesticide  Programs. 

[PR  Doc.75-23474  PUed  9-3-75;8:46  am] 


[FRL  426-4] 

NOISE  ABATEMENT  APPROACH 
PROCEDURES 

Submittal  to  FAA  of  Proposed  Regulations 

Section  611(c)  (1)  of  the  Federal  Avia¬ 
tion  Act  (the  Act)  of  1958, 49  U.S.C.  1431, 
as  amended  by  Section  7(b)  of  the  Noise 
Control  Act  of  1972,  86  Stat.  1239,  re¬ 
quires  that  the  Administrator  of  the  En¬ 
vironment^  Protection  Agency  (EPA) 
submit  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Adminis¬ 
tration  (FAA)  proposed' regulations  to 
provide  such  control  and  abatement  of 
aircraft  noise  and  sonic  boom  Including 
control  and  abatement  through  the  ex¬ 
ercise  of  any  of  the  FAA’s  regulatory 
authority  over  air  commerce  or  trans¬ 
portation  or  over  aircraft  or  airport  op* 
erations  as  EPA  determines  Is  necessary 
to  protect  the  public  health  and  welfare. 


In  compliance  with  the  Act,  the  EPA 
submitted  to  the  Administrator  of  the 
FAA  on  August  29,  1975  three  proposed 
regulations  on  noise  abatement  approach 
procedures,  as  follows: 

(1)  Reduced  flap  setting  noise  abate¬ 
ment  approach  for  turbojet  engine- 

powered  airplanes; 

(2)  Two-segment  ILS  noise  abate¬ 
ment  approach  for  turbojet  engine- 

powered  airplanes; 

(3)  Visual  two-segment  noise  abate¬ 
ment  approach  for  turbojet  engine- 

powered  airplanes. 

These  proposed  regulations  have  been 
submitted  to  the  Federal  Aviation  Ad¬ 
ministration  under  the  authority  of  49 
U.S.C.  1431. 

Dated:  August  29, 1975,  ~ 

Edward  F.  Tuerk, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Air  and  Waste  Manage¬ 
ment. 

[FR  Doc.75-23475  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


[FRL  425-6] 

NATIONAL  DRINKING  WATER  ADVISORY 
COUNCIL 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  Public  Law  92-463,  notice 
Is  hereby  given  that  a  meeting  of  the  Na¬ 
tional  Drinking  Water  Advisory  Council 
established  under  Public  Law  93-523,  the 
“Safe  Drinking  Water  Act,”  will  be  held 
at  8:30  a.m.  on  September  25  and  Sep¬ 
tember  26, 1975  in  Conference  Room  1101, 
West  Tower,  Environmental  Protection 
Agency,  Waterside  Mall,  401  M  Street 
SW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20460, 

The  piuTxxse  of  the  meeting  will  be  to 
discuss  health  effects  research,  the  status 
of  the  interim  primary  regulations,  state 
program  regulations,  demonstration 
grants,  underground  water  regulations 
and  training. 

The  meeting  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Any  member  of  the  public  wishing  to  at¬ 
tend  or  submit  a  written  statement 
should  contact  the  Acting  Executive  Sec¬ 
retary,  William  N.  Long,  Office  of  Water 
Supply  (WH-450),  Environmental  Pro¬ 
tection  Agency,  401 M  Street,  SW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20460,  by  September  23, 1975. 

The  telephone  number  is  Area  Code; 
202/426-8847. 

Gary  N.  Dietrich, 
Acting  Assistant  Administrator 
for  Water  and  Hazardous 
Materials, 

[FR  Doc.76-23471  PUed  9-3-76:8:45  am] 


ENERGY  RESEARCH  AND 
DEVELOPMENT  ADMINISTRATION 

STUDY  GROUP  ON  FIELD  AND 
LABORATORY  UTILIZATION 

Meeting 

August  28,  1975. 

The  Study  Group  on  Field  and  Latx>ra- 
t<H7  Utilization  will  conduct  meetinge 
during  the  months  of  September  and 
October. 


The  Study  Group  will  meet  in  the  Con¬ 
ference  Room  of  the  San  Francisco  Op¬ 
erations  Office  in  the  Wells  Fargo  Build-  I 
ing,  Oakland,  California,  on  September  9, 
1975.  A  public  session  to  discuss  the  role 
of  the  fleld  operations  and  their  relation¬ 
ships  to  ERDA  contractors,  and  other 
management  and  organization  matters, 
will  be  held  starting  at  9  a.m.  on  the 
morning  of  September  9.  A  closed  session 
will  be  held  in  the  afternoon.  The  latter 
session  will  include  discussion  of  budget 
information  and  intra-agency  commu¬ 
nications  on  pending  issues. 

I  have  determined  in  accordance  with 
Subsection  10(d)  of  Public  Law  92-463, 
that  this  closed  session  will  consist  of  an 
exchange  of  opinions  and  formulation  of  ' 
recommendations,  the  discussion  of  j 
which,  if  written,  would  fall  within  ex¬ 
emption  (5)  of  5  use  552(b) .  It  is  essen¬ 
tial  to  close  this  portion  of  the  meeting 
to  protect  free  Interchange  of  internal 
views  and  to  avoid  undue  interference 
with  Agency  or  Study  Group  operations. 

'The  CThairman  is  empowered  to  con¬ 
duct  the  meeting  in  a  manner  that  in  his 
judgment  will  facilitate  the  orderly  con¬ 
duct  of  business. 

The  Study  Group  will  reconvene  at  the 
Albuquerque  Operations  Office  in  Albu¬ 
querque,  New  Mexico,  on  September  25, 
1975,  to  discuss  the  role  of  the  fleld  oper¬ 
ations  and  their  relationships  to  ERDA 
contractors,  apd  other  management  and 
organization  matters. 

With  respect  to  public  participation  in 
the  Study  Group  meetings,  the  following 
requirements  shall  apply:  (a)  persons 
wishing  to  submit  written  statements  on 
agenda  items  for  the  September  9  meet¬ 
ing  may  do  so  by  mailing  10  copies  there¬ 
of,  postmarked  no  later  than  Septem¬ 
ber  23,  1975,  to  Miss  Antlonette  Joseph, 
Office  of  the  Assistant  Administrator  for 
Laboratory  and  Field  Coordination,  En¬ 
ergy  Research  and  Development  Admin¬ 
istration,  Washington,  D.C.  20545.  Addi¬ 
tionally,  persons  wishing  to  submit  writ¬ 
ten  statements  for  the  September  25 
meeting  may  do  so,  as  stated  above,  post¬ 
marked  no  later  than  October  9,  1975. 
Requests  for  the  opportunity  to  make 
oral  statements  shall  be  ruled  on  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Study  Group  who  is 
empowered  to  apportion  the  time  avail¬ 
able  against  those  selected  by  him  to 
make  oral  statements  to  him;  (b)  ques¬ 
tions  at  the  meeting  may  be  asked  only 
by  members  of  the  Study  Group;  (c) 
seating  for  the  public  will  be  made  avail¬ 
able  on  a  first-come,  flrst-serve  basis; 
and  (d)  copies  of  minutes  will  be  made 
available  for  copy,  following  their  accep¬ 
tance  by  the  Study  Group  in  accordance 
with  the  Federal  Advisory  Committee 
Act,  at  the  Energy  Research  and  Devel¬ 
opment  Administration  Public  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20545.  upon  payment  of  all  charges 
required  by  law. 

Two  or  three  meetings  will  be  held  in 
Washington,  D.C.,  during  October,  tenta¬ 
tively  scheduled  for  the  weeks  of  Octo¬ 
ber  6,  October  13,  and  October  20.  1975. 
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Notices  of  these  meetings  will  be  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register. 

Harry  L.  Peebles, 

Deputy  Advisory  Committee 

Management  Officer. 

IFR  Doc.76-23369  Plied  9-3-75:8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  ENERGY 
ADMINISTRATION 
FEA  REPORTS 

Reports  To  Be  Filed  After  August  31,  1975 

Notice  Is  hereby  given  that  FEA  re¬ 
ports  currently  required  to  be  filed  under 
the  authority  of  the  Emergency  Petro¬ 
leum  Allocation  Act  of  1973  (the 
“EPAA”)  will  continue  to  be  required 
to  be  filed  pursuant  to  the  authority  in 
section  13  of  the  Federal  Energy  Admin¬ 
istration  Act  of  1974  (the  “FEAA”)  fol¬ 
lowing  the  August  31,  1975  expiration  of 
the  EPAA. 

Most  reports  now  required  under  au¬ 
thority  provided  by  EPAA  concern  the 
mandatory  petroleum  allocation  and 
price  programs.  FEA  will  continue  to 
need  many  of  these  reports  for  at  least  a 
short  period  following  the  expiration 
of  EPAA  to  provide  a  basis  for  FEA  to 
confirm  compliance  with  the  allocation 
and  price  regulations  during  the  last 
few  months  preceding  the  expiration  of 
EPAA.  Some  of  these  reports  may  also 
be  required  on  a  continuing  basis  to  sup¬ 
plement  FEA’s  current  data  collection 
responsibilities.  Following  a  reasonable 
period  of  time  to  determine  those  re¬ 
ports  necessary  to  assist  FEA  in  the  per¬ 
formance  of  its  statutory  responsibilities, 
FEA  will  provide  further  notice  to  dis¬ 
continue  any  reporting  requirements. 

Therefore,  FEA  under  authority  pro¬ 
vided  by  §  13  of  the  FEAA  hereby  pro¬ 
vides  notice  and  orders  that  the  reports 
and  information  described  in  the  Appen¬ 
dix  of  this  notice  shall  continue  to  be 
submitted  to  FEA  imtil  fiurther  notice. 

David  G.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel, 
Federal  Energy  Administration. 

August  29, 1975. 

Appendix 


Form  Number  Title 

FEA-P315-M-0 _  Monthly  Survey  of  Pro¬ 

pane  Sales  to  Ulti¬ 
mate  Consumers. 

PEA-1 002-CP _  Weekly  Crude  OU  Pipe¬ 

line  Report. 

FEA-1003-RF _  Weekly  Refinery  Re¬ 

port 

PEA-1004-PP _  Weekly  Products  Pipe¬ 

line  Report. 

FEA-1005-IM _  Weekly  Products  Im¬ 

ports  Report. 

FEA-1006-BT_ .  Weekly  Bulk  Terminal 

Stocks  Report. 

PT:A-1007-SR__, _  Weekly  Report  of  pe- 

trolevun  Shipments 
Puerto  Rico  to.United 
States. 

FEA-RA-F-88 _  Petroleum  Reporting 

Address  Information. 

FEA-P109-S-O _  Surplus  Propane/Bu¬ 

tane  Purchase  Report. 

FEA-90 _  Crude  Oil  Production 

Monthly  Report. 

FEA-96 _  Monthly  Cost  Alloca¬ 

tion  Report. 

FEA-F701-M-O _  Transfer  Pricing  Re¬ 

port. 

PEA-P102-M-O _  Old  OU  Entitlement 

Program;  Refiners 
Mmithly  Report. 

FEA-P103-M-O _  Old  OU  Entitlements 

Program;  Entitle¬ 
ment  Transaction 
Report. 

FEA-PlOl-Q-1 _  Crude  OU  Allocation 

Program;  Refiners 
Quarterly  Report. 

FEO-903 _  Refiner  Report  of  Buy/ 

Sell  Crude  Oil  Trans¬ 
action. 

FEO-IOOO _  Prime  Supplier’s 

Monthly  Report. 

FEO-1001 _ - _  Refiner/Importer  /  Gas 

Processing  Plant  Op¬ 
erator  Monthly  Re¬ 
port  by  Faculty. 

FEA-IOOA -  Producers  and  Whole¬ 

sale  Purchaser-Re¬ 
sellers  Report  for 
Propane  and  Butane. 

PEA-103B _  Storage  Operators 

Monthly  Report. 

CLC-92  and  92A _  No.  2  Heating  OU  Price 

Adjustment. 

[PR  Doc.75-23435  Piled  &-29-75;4:01  pm] 


Form  Number 


Title 


PEA-P303-S-O _  Historical  Survey  of 

Non-Branded  Inde¬ 
pendent  Marketers. 

FEA-P304-M-O _  Monthly  Survey  of  Non- 

Branded  Independent 
Marketers 

PEA-P305-S-O _  Refiner/Importer  Hls- 

torlctd  Report  of  Pe¬ 
troleum  ftoduct  Dis¬ 
tribution. 

PEA-P306-M-O _  Refiner  /  Importer 

Monthly  Report  of 
Petroleum  Product 
Distribution. 

PEA-P308-S^ _  Historical  Survey  of 

Pix^ane,  DistUlate 
Fuel  Oil  and  Residual 
Fuel  Oil  Sales  to  Ul¬ 
timate  Consumers. 

FBA-P314r-M-0 _  Monthly  Survey  of  Dis¬ 

tillate  and  Residual 
Fuel  OU  Sales  to  Ul¬ 
timate  Constuners. 


LP-GAS  INDUSTRY  ADVISORY 
COMMITTEE 

Meeting 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act  (Public  Law 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770),  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  LP-Gfis  Industry  Advisory 
Committee  will  meet  Friday,  September 
26,  1975  at  10  a.m..  Room  3400,  12th  & 
Pennsylvania  Avenue,  NW.,  Washington, 
DC. 

The  Committee  was  established  to  pro¬ 
vide  independent  advice  and  review  to 
the  Federal  Energy  Administration  with 
respect  to  the  Implementation  of  pro¬ 
grams  that  affect  the  LP-CSas  industry. 

The  agenda  for  the  meeting  is  as  fol¬ 
lows; 

1.  Update  Study  on  the  Supply /De¬ 
mand  of  LP-Gas. 

2.  Increased  Recovery  of  Natural  Gas 
Liquids  from  Natural  Gas  and  the  Impact 
of  this  Extraction  on  the  BTU  Content 
of  Gas  Delivered  to  Utilities. 

3.  The  Role  of  LP-Gas  Imports  In 
Meeting  U.S.  Energy  Requirements. 


The  meeting  is  open  to  the  public.  The 
Chairman  of  the  (Committee  is  empow¬ 
ered  to  conduct  the  meeting  in  a  fa^ion 
that  will,  in  his  judgment,  facilitate  the 
orderly  conduct  of  business.  Any  member 
of  the  public  who  wishes  to  file  a  written 
statement  with  the  Committee  will  be 
p>ermitted  to  do  so,  either  before  or  after 
the  meeting.  Members  of  the  public  who 
wish  to  make  oral  statements  should  in¬ 
form  Lois  Weeks,  Advisory  CJommittee 
Management  OfBcer,  (202)  961-7022  at 
least  5  days  before  the  meeting  and  rea¬ 
sonable  provision  will  be  made  for  their 
appearance  on  the  agenda. 

Further  information  concerning  this 
meeting  may  be  obtained  from  the  Ad¬ 
visory  Committee  Management  Office. 

Minutes  of  the  meeting  will  be  made 
available  for  public  Inspection  at  the 
Federal  Energy  Administration,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

Issued  at  Washington,  D.C.,  on  August 

29,  1975. 

David  G.  Wilson, 

Acting  General  Counsel. 

(FR  Doc.75-23483  Piled  9-2-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  HOME  LOAN  BANK  BOARD 

IH.C.  No.  199] 

NEW  MEXICO  FINANCIAL  CORP.,  ET  AL 
Receipt  of  Application 

August  29, 1975. 

Notice  is  hereby  given  that  the  Federal 
Savings  and  Loan  Insurance  Corporation 
has  received  an  application  from  New 
Mexico  Financial  Corporatlmi,  Forest 
Products  Company,  Inc.  and  McNary 
Lumber  Company,  Inc.  all  holding  com¬ 
panies  located  in  Albuquerque,  New  Mex¬ 
ico  for  approval  of  acquisition  of  control 
of  McKinley  County  Savings  and  Loan 
Association,  Gallup,  New  Mexico,  an  in¬ 
sured  Institution,  under  the  provisions  of 
Section  408(e)  of  the  National  Housing 
Act,  as  amended  (12  U.S.C.  1730a(e)), 
and  Section  584.4  of  the  Regulations  for 
Savings  and  Loan  Holding  Companies, 
said  acquisition  to  be  effected  through 
the  purchase  of  the  majority  of  the  out¬ 
standing  shares  of  McKinley  Coimty 
Savings  and  Loan  Assoclatlcm’s  capital 
stock.  Comments  on  the  proposed  ac¬ 
quisition  should  be  submitted  to  the  Di¬ 
rector,  Holding  Companies  Section,  Office 
(ff  Examlnaticms  and  Supervision,  Fed¬ 
eral  Home  Loan  Bank  Board,  Waking- 
ton,  D.C.  20552,  on  or  before  October  6, 
1975. 

[seal]  J.  J.  Finn, 

Secretary,  Federal  Home  Loan 
Bank  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-23479  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 

FEDERAL  RESERVE  SYSTEM 

GLENCOE  CAPITAL  CORP. 

Formation  of  Bank  Holding  Company 

Glencoe  Capital  Corporation,  Glencoe, 
Illinois,  has  applied  for  the  Board’s  ap¬ 
proval  under  section  3(a)  (1)  of  ttie  Bank 
Holding  Company  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842 
(a)  (1) )  to  become  a  bank  holding  com¬ 
pany  through  acquisition  of  90  percent 
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or  more  of  the  voting  shares  of  Glencoe 
National  Bank.  Glencoe.  Illinois.  The 
factors  that  are  considered  in  acting  on 
the  i4}pllcation  are  set  forth  in  section 
3(c)  of  the  Act  (12  U.S.C.  1842(c) ). 

The  application  may  be  Inspected  at 
the  office  of  the  Board  of  Governors  or 
at  the  Federal  Reserve  Bank  of  Chicago. 
Any  person  wishing  to  comment  on  the 
application  should  submit  views  in  writ¬ 
ing  to  the  Secretary.  Board  of  Governors 
of  the  Federal  Reserve  System.  Wash¬ 
ington.  D.C.  20551  to  be  received  not  later 
than  October  2. 1975. 

Board  of  Governors  of  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  System.  August  28. 1975. 

[seal]  Griffith  L.  Garwood, 
Assistant  Secretary  of  the  Board. 

IPR  Doc.76-23440  Wled  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


NORTHWEST  BANCORPORATION 
Amended  Order  for  Hearing 

On  March  21. 1975,  the  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  of  the  Federal  Reserve  System 
entered  an  Order  (40  Federal  Register 
14376),  pursuant  to  a  decision  by  the 
United  States  Court  of  Appeals  for  the 
Eighth  Circuit,  directing  that  a  public 
hearing  be  held  on  the  application  of 
Northwest  Bancorporation  to  acquire 
T.  G.  Evensen  and  Associates,  a  corpora¬ 
tion  which  provides  financial  and  in¬ 
vestment  ad^dce  to  State  and  local  gov¬ 
ernments.  Pursuant  to  ttiat  Board  Order, 
the  Secretary  of  the  Board,  in  an  Order 
Issued  July  24, 1975  (46  Federal  Register 
32795),  appointed  Philip  J.  LaMacchia, 
former  Administrative  Law  Judge,  now 
retired,  as  the  Presiding  Officer  to  con¬ 
duct  the  hearing  and  set  the  hearing  for 
September  16,  1975,  at  the  Federal  Re¬ 
serve  Bank  of  Minneapolis.  That  Order 
of  the  Secretary  is  hereby  amended  to 
rescind  the  appointment  of  Philip  J. 
LaMacchia  as  Presiding  Officer  and  to 
appoint  in  his  place  Administrative  Law 
Judge  James  W.  Mast,  Room  7150,  De¬ 
partment  of  Housing  and  Urban  Devel¬ 
opment,  451  Seventh  Street,  S.W.,  Wash- 
Ingtmi,  D.C.  20410.  James  E.  Soott  and 
Allan  Schott  of  the  Board’s  Legal  Divi¬ 
sion  are  hereby  appointed,  pursuant  to 
the  Board’s  Rules  of  Practice  for  Formal 
Hearings  (12  CFR  §  263.6(d)),  as  Board 
counsel  to  represent  the  Board  of  Gov¬ 
ernors  in  this  proceeding. 

The  Secretary’s  Order  is  amended  fur¬ 
ther  to  rescind  the  hearing  date  and  to 
order  that  a  prehearing  ccmference  be 
held  at  10  am.  (e.d.t.)  on  Septanber  16, 
1975,  in  Room  1202  of  Board’s  Building 
at  20th  b  Constitution  Avenue.  N.W.  in 
Washlngtcm.  D.C.,  where  a  schedule  for 
the  hearing  will  be  set. 

By  order  of  the  Board  of  Governors,* 
August  27,  1975. 

[SEALl  Theodore  E.  Allison, 
Secretary  of  the  Board. 

[FR  Doc.75-23441  Filed  8-d-76;8:45  am] 


1  Voting  for  this  actKm:  Ohalrman  Biims 
and  OoTemota  IfltCheQ,  BtiCber,  WaUiidL 
Jackson.  Absent  and  not  voting:  Oover- 
non  Hollaad  and  Ooldwell. 


GENERAL  ACCOUNTING  OFFICE 
REGUUTORY  REPORTS  REVIEW 
Receipt  of  Report  Proposals 

The  following  requests  for  clearance  of 
reports  intended  for  use  in  collecting  in¬ 
formation  from  the  public  were  received 
by  the  R^Mlatory  Reports  Review  Staff, 
GAO,  on  August  22,  1975.  See  44  U.3.C. 
3512  (c)  and  (d).  The  purpose  of  pub¬ 
lishing  this  list  in  the  Federal  Register 
is  to  inform  the  public  of  such  receipt. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received:  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in¬ 
formation;  the  agency  form  number,  if 
applicable;  and  the  frequency  with 
which  the  Information  is  propos^  to  be 
collected. 

Written  comments  on  the  prc^xised 
FEA  forms  are  Invited  from  all  inter¬ 
ested  persons,  organizations,  public  in¬ 
terest  groups,  and  affected  businesses. 
Because  of  the  limited  amoimt  of  time 
GAO  has  to  review  the  proposed  forms, 
comments  (in  triplicate)  must  be  re¬ 
ceived  on  or  before  September  19,  1975, 
and  should  be  addressed  to  Mr.  Carl  F. 
Bogar,  Assistant  Director,  Office  of  Spe¬ 
cial  Programs,  United  States  General 
Accounting  Office,  Room  5216,  425  I 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20548. 

Further  information  may  be  obtained 
from  Patsy  J.  Stuart  of  the  Regulatory 
Reports  Review  Staff,  202-376-5425. 

Federal  Energy  Administration 

Request  for  clearance  of  Federal 
Energy  Administra/tlon  Monthly  Petro¬ 
leum  Reporting  Forms,  Refinery  Report 
CFEA-P320-M-O) ,  Bulk  Terminal  Stocks 
of  Finished  Petroleum  Products  (FEA- 
P321-M-0),  Pipeline  Products  Report 
(FEA-P322-M-0) ,  and  Crude  Oil  Stocks 
(PEA-P323-M-0) .  These  are  monthly 
reports  required  to  be  filed  by  all  petro¬ 
leum  refineries  (P-320),  Bulk  Terminal 
Operating  Companies  (P-321),  Petro¬ 
leum  Product  Pipelines  (P-322),  and 
Operators  of  Crude  Oil  Storage  Facili¬ 
ties  (R^neries,  Crude  Pipelines,  and 
Crude  Lease  Holder’s  with  stocks  in  ex¬ 
cess  of  1,000  bbls)  (P-323).  This  infor¬ 
mation  is  collected  under  the  Mandatory 
Authorities  vested  in  the  Federal  Energy 
Administration  under  Public  Law  93-275. 
The  Bureau  of  Mines,  Department  of 
Interior  Is  the  data  collection  agent  for 
FEA.  Both  the  Bureau  of  Mines  and  Fed¬ 
eral  Energy  Administration  will  use  the 
Information  in  the  compilation  of  their 
respective  petroleiun  statistical  reports. 
After  an  initial  testing  period  of  these 
forms,  FEA  will  eliminate  reporting  re¬ 
quirements  for  forms  FEA-1002,  1003, 
1004  and  1006;  similarly.  Bureau  of 
Mines  will  eliminate  its  forms  1300, 1302, 
1303,  and  1314. 

FEA-P320-M-O,  Refinery  Report,  has 
about  280  respondents  and  requires  about 
4  hours  per  monthly  report. 

FEA-P321-M-0,  Bulk  Terminal  Re¬ 
port,  has  about  186  respondents  and  re¬ 
quires  about  4  hours  per  monthly  report. 

FEA-P322-M-0,  Pipdine  Products 
has  about  80  respondents  and 
reqid^  about  3  hours  per  monthly  re¬ 
port 


FEA-P323-M-0.  Crude  OU  Stocks  Re¬ 
port.  has  about  255  respondents  and  re¬ 
quires  about  2  hours  per  monthly  report. 

Norman  F.  Heyl, 

Regulatory  Reports  Review  Officer. 
[FB  DOC.7G-23480  FUed  9-3-76;8:46  am] 


INTERNATIONAL  TRADE 
COMMISSION 

ITA-201-6] 

SLIDE  FASTENERS  AND  PARTS 
Investigation  and  Hearing 

Investigation  instituted.  Following  re¬ 
ceipt  of  a  petition  on  August  18,  1975, 
filed  by  the  Slide  Fastener  Association, 
New  York,  New  York,  the  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  on  August  28, 
1975,  instituted  an  investigation  under 
section  201(b)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
to  determine  whether  slide  fasteners  and 
parts  thereof,  including  tapes  in  con¬ 
tinuous  lengths  but  not  Including  tapes 
wholly  of  textile  fibers,  provided  for  in 
items  745.70,  745.72,  and  745.74  of  the' 
Tariff  Schedules  of  the  United  States, 
are  being  imported  into  the  United  States 
in  such  increased  quantities  as  to  be  a 
substantial  cause  of  serious  injury,  or 
the  threat  thereof,  to  the  domestic  in¬ 
dustry  producing  an  article  like  or  direct¬ 
ly  competitive  with  the  Imported  article. 

Public  hearing  ordered.  A  public  hear¬ 
ing  in  connection  with  this  investigation 
will  be  held  in  Washington,  D.C.,  at  10 
a.m.,  EST,  on  Monday,  November  24, 
1975,  in  the  Hearing  Room,  U.S.  Interna¬ 
tional  Trade  Commission,  701  E  Street, 
NW.  Requests  for  appearances  at  the 
hearing  should  be  received  in  writing  by 
the  Secretary  of  the  Commission  at  his 
offices  in  Washington  not  later  than 
noon,  Wednesday,  November  19,  1975. 

Inspection  of  petition.  TTie  petition 
filed  In  this  case  is  available  for  public 
Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the  Secretary, 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission, 
and  at  the  New  York  City  office  of  the 
U.S.  International  Trade  Commission  lo¬ 
cated  at  6  World  Trade  Center. 

By  order  of  the  Commission. 

Issued:  August  29. 1975. 

[seal]  EIenneth  R.  Mason, 

Secretary. 

(FR  Doc.75-23470  Filed  9-3-76:8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION 
ADMINISTRATION 
NATIONAL  CREDIT  UNION  BOARD 
Meeting  and  Agenda 

Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Advisory  Committee  Act,  Pub.  L. 
92-463,  86  Stat.  770,  notice  is  hereby 
given  that  the  National  Credit  Union 
Board  will  hold  Its  quarterly  meeting  on 
September  30-October  1,  1975,  at  the 
offices  of  Uie  National  Credit  Union  Ad¬ 
ministration,  2025  M  Street,  N.W.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20456.  TTie  meetings  will 
commence  at  9  ajn.  daily  In  Boom  4210. 

The  agenda  for  this  meeting  will  con¬ 
sist  of  an  update  briefing  regarding  the 
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activities  of  the  several  offices  of  the 
National  Credit  Union  Administration, 
a  briefing  on  share  insurance  activities, 
and  other  aspects  of  the  Administration. 

Matters  for  discussion  will  include 
legislative  activities. 

This  meeting  of  the  National  Credit 
Union  Board  will  be  open  to  the  public. 
Members  of  the  public  may  file  written 
statements  with  the  Board  either  before 
or  after  the  meeting.  To  the  extent  that 
time  permits,  interested  persons  may  be 
permitted  to  present  oral  statements  to 
the  Board  only  on  items  listed  in  the 
aforementioned  agenda.  Requests  to 
present  such  oral  statements  must  be 
approved  in  advance  by  the  Chairman 
of  the  Board.  Such  requests  should  be 
directed  to  the  Chairman,  National 
Credit  Union  Board,  National  Credit 
Union  Administration,  Washington,  D.C. 
20456. 

Herman  Nickerson,  Jr., 
Administrator. 

August  28, 1975. 

[FR  Doc.75-23401  Piled  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


NATIONAL  TRANSPORTATION 
SAFETY  BOARD 

IN-AR  75-22] 

SAFETY  RECOMMENDATIONS  AND 
RESPONSES 

Availability  and  Receipt 

The  National  Transportation  Safety 
Board  has  commented  in  a  recommenda¬ 
tion  letter  issued  August  29, 1975,  to  the 
Federal  Aviation  Administration  that 
pilots  who  are  on  an  IFB  flight  plan  and 
destined  to  arrive  at  night  at  an  airport 
served  by  a  published  instrument  ap¬ 
proach  which  is  restricted  to  daytime 
use  should  be  advised  of  this  restriction 
by  air  traffic  control.  Investigation  of  the 
February  21,  1975,  crash  of  a  Beechcraft 
BE;-55  while  on  instrument  approach  to 
Lawrenceburg,  Tennessee,  prompted  the 
Board  to  recommend  that  the  FAA  (1) 
change  the  wording  of  the  restriction  on 
the  National  Ocean  Survey  instrument 
approach  charts  for  locations  where 
night  approaches  are  not  authorized  so 
that  the  restriction  is  clearly  understood, 
and  (2)  advise  pilots  arriving  in  a  termi¬ 
nal  area  on  an  IFR  flight  plan  whenever 
the  published  instrument  approach  pro¬ 
cedure  is  not  authorized  for  night  opera¬ 
tions.  Instead  of  an  approach  clearance, 
the  FAA  is  requested  to  issue  a  clearance 
to  cruise  at  the  appropriate  minimum 
en  route  altitude/minimum  obstruction 
clearance  altitude  at  night. 

Also  during  the  past  week,  the  Safety 
Board  received  two  letters  from  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Aviation  Administration  responding 
to  earlier  Safety  Board  recommenda¬ 
tions. 

FAA’s  letter  of  August  6  concerns  rec¬ 
ommendations  A-75-115  and  116,  issued 
December  10,  1974,  regarding  the  dura¬ 
bility  of  CP6  engines  in  the  DC-10  alr- 


Increasing  the  size  of  the  inlet  duct  drain 
hole  would  prevent  ice  from  accumulat¬ 
ing.  Further,  as  to  possible  application  of 
such  measures  to  the  Lockheed  L-1011, 
FAA  states  that  it  has  examined  the 
service  records  and  has. not  found  any 
significant  history  of  fan  blade  damage 
attributed  to  ice  ingestion.  Recom¬ 
mendation  A-74-116,  concerning  fuel  line 
protection  for  all  DC-10  airplanes 
regardless  of  the  engine  installed,  would 
extend  the  modification  to  airplanes  hav¬ 
ing  CFO  engines  with  solid  fan  blades  and 
airplanes  having  JT9D  engines.  FAA 
states,  “The  armor  modification  was 
designed  and  approved  for  fuel  line  pro¬ 
tection  against  damage  from  fragments 
that  could  be  released  from  drilled  fan 
blades  and  propelled  through  the  inlet 
duct  walls.”  Also,  FAA  notes  that  the 
CFO  and  JT9D  solid  fan  blades  do  not  ex¬ 
hibit  similar  fragmentation  when  dam¬ 
aged  by  foreign  objects. 

FAA’s  letter  of  August  18  is  in  reply  to 
recommendation  A-75-10,  issued  March 
4,  1975,  whereby  the  Safety  Board  rec¬ 
ommended  issuance  of  an  Airworthiness 
Directive  to  relocate  the  trim  cutoff 
switch  on  the  Lear  jet  Model  25B  airplane. 
The  letter  states,  “Based  on  recent  tests 
conducted  by  our  Central  Region  and  on 
the  operating  history  of  the  Model  25B 
airplane,  the  FAA  does  not  feel  that 
adoption  of  the  proposed  recommenda¬ 
tion  is  justified.”  During  type  certifica¬ 
tion.  the  FAA  notes,  the  Gates  Learjet 
Model  25B  was  shown  “to  comply  with 
the  control  forces  allowed  under  FAR 
25.143  after  a  tliree-second  trim  run¬ 
away."  Finally,  the  FAA  states  that  the 
“existing  fleet  of  approximately  five  him- 
dred  Learjets  have  logged  1,050,000  hours 
with  no  trim  runaways  having  been 
reported.” 

The  recommendation  letter  is  available 
to  the  general  public;  single  copies  may 
be  obtained  without  charge.  A  $4.00  user- 
service  charge  will  be  made  for  each  rec¬ 
ommendation  response,  in  addition  to  a 
charge  of  10^  per  page  for  reproduction. 
All  requests  must  be  in  writing,  addressed 
to:  Publications  Unit,  National  Trans¬ 
portation  Safety  Board,  Washington, 
D.C. 20594. 

(Sec.  307  of  the  Independent  Safety  Board 
Act  of  1974  (Pub.  L.  93-633,  88  Stat.  2172  (49 
U.S.C.  1906) ) ) 

Margaret  L.  Fisher, 
Federal  Register  Liaison  Officer. 

August  29,  1975. 

(FR  Doc.75-23438  Filed  3-3-75;8:45  am] 


NUCLEAR  REGULATORY 
COMMISSION 

(Docket  Nos.  50-440  and  50-441] 

CLEVELAND  ELECTRIC  ILLUMINATING 
CO.  (PERRY  NUCLEAR  POWER  PLANT, 
UNITS  1  &  2) 

Issuance  of  Revision  to  Limited  Work 
Authorization 


Commission  has  authorized  the  CHeve- 
land  Electric  Illuminating  Company  to 
conduct  certain  site  activities  in  connec¬ 
tion  with  the  Perry  Nuclear  Power  Plant, 
Units  1  and  2  prior  to  a  decision  regard¬ 
ing  the  issuance  of  a  construction  F>er- 
mit.  Notice  of  the  Limited  Work  Author¬ 
ization  was  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  on  October  29,  1974  (39  FR 
38125). 

At  that  time  the  Atomic  Safety  and 
Licensing  Board  found  that  no  barge 
slip  construction  activities  that  would 
affect  the  shoreline  could  be  imdertaken 
until  the  staff  had  completed  its  review  • 
of  the  probable  maximum  surge  at  the 
site  and  the  effects  of  the  proposed  barge 
slip  on  the  natural  erosion  rate  of  the 
shoreline.  The  staff  has  now  completed 
its  review  and  determined  that  the  issue 
on  the  probable  maximum  surge  has  been 
resolved  and  that  future  construction  of 
shoreline  protection  will  not  affect,  or 
be  affected  by,  the  proposed  barge  slip. 
Construction  of  the  proposed  barge  slip 
is  within  the  scope  of  activities  author¬ 
ized  by  10  CFR  50.10(e)  (1) . 

A  copy  of  (1)  the  Partial  Initial  De¬ 
cisions;  (2)  the  applicant’s  Preliminary 
Safety  Analysis  R^ort  and  amendments 
thereto;  (3)  the  applicant’s  Environ¬ 
mental  Report,  and  amendments  there¬ 
to;  (4)  the  staff’s  Pinal  Environmental 
Statement  dated  April  1974;  (5)  the 
Commission’s  letters  of  authorization, 
dated  October  21,  and  November  8, 1974; 
and  (6)  the  Commission’s  letter  revising 
the  Limited  Work  Authorization  to,  in¬ 
clude  tile  barge  slip  construction  activi¬ 
ties  dated  August  27,  1975,  are  available 
for  public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room  at  1717  H  Street, 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  and  the  Perry 
Public  Library,  3753  Main  Street,  Perry 
Township,  Ohio. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  the  27th 
day  of  August  1975. 


For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 


Wm.  H.  Regan,  Jr., 
Chief,  Environmental  Projects 
Branch  4.  Division  of  Reac~ 
tor  Licensing. 


[FR  Doc.75-23370  Filed  9-3-75;  8:45  am] 


[Docket  No.  50-245] 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO., 
ET  AL. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  is  considering  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  License  No.  DPR-21  issued  to 
Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Company,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company,  West¬ 
ern  Massachusetts  Electric  Company, 
and  -Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany  the  (licensees)  for  operation  of  the 
Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit  1, 
located  in  Waterford,  Connecticut. 


plane.  Re  recommendatiim  A-75-115  Pursuant  to  the  provisions  of  10  CFR  'The  amendment  would  modify  operat- 
oonceming  modification  of  the  tail  en-  50.10(e)  of  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com-  ing  limits  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
glne  inlet  duct.  FAA  does  not  believe  that  mission’s  (Commission)  regulations,  the  based  upon  an  evaluation  of  the  ECC?S 
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performance  calculated  in  accordance 
with  an  acceptable  evaluation  modd  that 
conforms  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Commission’s  regulations  in  19  CFR  Part 
50,  Section  50.46.  The  amendment  would 
also  incorporate  operating  limits  in  the 
Technical  Specifications  based  on  the 
General  Electric  Thermal  Analysis  Basis 
in  accordance  with  the  licensees’  appli¬ 
cation  for  amendment  dated  July  9. 1975 
and  supplement  dated  July  25, 1975. 

Prior  to  issuance  of  the  proposed 
license  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Ccwnmisrion’s  rul« 
and  regulations. 

By  October  6,  1975,  the  licensees  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for  leave 
to  intervene  with  respect  to  the  issuance 
of  the  amendment  to  the  subject  facility 
operating  license.  Petitions  for  leave  to 
intervent  must  be  filed  imder  oath  or 
affirmation  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  S  2.714  of  10  CFR  Part  2  of 
the  Commission’s  regulations.  A  petition 
for  leave  to  intervene  must  set  forth  the 
interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  how  that  interest  may  be  affected  by 
the  results  erf  the  proceeding,  and  the  pe¬ 
titioner’s  contentions  with  respect  to  the 
proposed  licensing  action.  Such  petitions 
imist  be  filed  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  this  Federal  Register  notice 
and  8  2.714,  and  must  be  filed  with  the 
Secretary  of  the  Commission,  U.S.  Nu¬ 
clear  Re^atory  CommisskMi,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20555.  Attention:  Docketing  and 
Service  Section,  by  the  above  date.  A  copy 
(rf  the  petition  and/or  request  for  a  hear¬ 
ing  should  be  sent  to  the  Executive  Legal 
Director,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Com¬ 
mission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  and  to 
William  H.  Cuddy,  E^uire,  Day,  Berry  & 
Howard,  Counselors  at  Law,  One  Consti¬ 
tution  Plaza,  Hartford,  Connecticut 
06103,  attorney  for  the  licensees. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  Intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  Identifies  the  specific  aspect  or 
aspects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  in¬ 
tervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  peti¬ 
tioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each 
aspect  on  which  intervention  is  re¬ 
quested.  Petitions  stating  contentions  re¬ 
lating  mily  to  matters  outside  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  jurisdictiem  will  be  denied. 

-  All  petitions  will  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the  Chair¬ 
man  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Licensing 


present  evidence  and  examine  and  cross- 
examine  witnesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  application  for  amend¬ 
ment  dated  July  9,  1975,  with  supple¬ 
ment  submitted  July  25,  1975,  which  is 
available  for  public  inspection  at  the 
Commission’s  Public  Document  Room, 
1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington.  D.C. 
and  at  the  Waterford  Public  Library, 
Rope  Ferry  Road,  Route  156,  Waterford. 
Connecticut  06385.  The  license  amend¬ 
ment  and  the  Safety  Evaluation,  when 
issued,  may  be  inspected  at  the  above  lo¬ 
cations  and  a  copy  may  be  obtained  upon 
request  addressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission,  Washington, 
D.C.  20555,  Attention:  Director,  Division 
of  Reactor  Licensing. 

Dated  in  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission, 

Walter  A.  Paulson, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

irn  Doc.75-23260  Piled  9-3-75; 8; 45  am) 
[Docket  No.  50-2451 

NORTHEAST  NUCLEAR  ENERGY  CO., 

ET  AL. 

Proposed  Issuance  of  Amendment  to 
Facility  Operating  License 

The  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission 
(the  Commission)  Is  considering  issu¬ 
ance  of  an  amendment  to  Facility  Op¬ 
erating  License  No.  DPR-21  issued  to 
Northeast  Nuclear  Energy  Company,  The 
Hartford  Electric  Light  Company,  West¬ 
ern  Massachusetts  Electric  Company, 
and  Connecticut  Light  and  Power  Com¬ 
pany  (the  licensees) ,  for  operation  of  the 
Millstone  Nuclear  Power  Station,  Unit  1, 
located  in  Waterford,  Connecticut. 

The  amendment  would  revise  the  pro¬ 
visions  in  the  Technical  Specifications 
relating  to  temperature  limits  for  the 
pressure  suppression  pool  water. 

Prior  to  issuance  the  proposed 
license  amendment,  the  Commission  will 
have  made  the  findings  required  by  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended 
(the  Act),  and  the  Commission’s  rules 
and  regulations. 

By  October  6,  1975,  the  licensees  may 
file  a  request  for  a  hearing  and  any  per¬ 
son  whose  interest  may  be  affected  by 
this  proceeding  may  file  a  request  for  a 
hearing  in  the  form  of  a  petition  for 
leave  to  intervene  with  respect  to  the  is¬ 
suance  oi  the  amendment  to  the  subject 
facility  operating  license.  Petitions  for 


Such  petitions  must  be  filed  in  accord¬ 
ance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Federal 
Register  notice  and  §  2.714,  and  must  be 
filed  with  the  Secretary  of  the  Cimimis- 
sion,  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion,  Washington,  D.C.  20555,  Attention; 
Docketing  and  Service  Section,  by  the 
above  date.  A  corv  at  the  petition  and/ 
or  request  feu:  a  hearing  should  be  sent 
to  the  Executive  Legal  Director,  U.S. 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20556,  and  to  William  H. 
(2uddy,  Esq.,  Day,  Berry  &  Howard, 
Counselors  at  Law,  One  Constitution 
Plaza,  Hartford,  Connecticut  06103,  the 
attorney  for  the  licensee. 

A  petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must 
be  accompanied  by  a  supporting  affidavit 
which  identifies  the  specific  aspect  or  as¬ 
pects  of  the  proceeding  as  to  which  in¬ 
tervention  is  desired  and  specifies  with 
particularity  the  facts  on  which  the  pe¬ 
titioner  relies  as  to  both  his  interest  and 
his  contentions  with  regard  to  each  as¬ 
pect  on  which  intervention  is  requested. 
Petitions  stating  contentions  relating 
only  to  matters  outside  the  Commission’s 
jurisdiction  will  be  denied. 

AU  petitions  win  be  acted  upon  by  the 
Commission  or  licensing  board,  desig¬ 
nated  by  the  Commission  or  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Atomic  Safety  and  Li¬ 
censing  Board  Panel.  Timely  petitions 
will  be  considered  to  determine  whether 
a  hearing  should  be  noticed  or  another 
appropriate  order  Issued  regarding  the 
disposition  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held 
and  a  person  is  permitted  to  intervene, 
he  becomes  a  party  to  the  proceedmg  and 
has  a  right  to  participate  fully  in  the 
conduct  of  the  hearing.  For  example,  he 
may  present  evidence  and  examine  and 
cross-examine  witztesses. 

For  further  details  with  respect  to  this 
action,  see  the  letter  from  G.  Lear  to 
D.  C.  Switzer  dated  February  15,  1975? 
the  letter  from  D.  C.  Switzer  to  G.  Lear 
dated  March  3L  1975,  and  the  letter  from 
K.  R.  GoUer  to.  D.  C.  Switzer  dated 
July  16,  1975,  which  are  available  for 
public  inspection  at  the  Commission’s 
Public  Document  Room,  1717  H  Street, 
N.W..  Washington,  D.C.,  and  at  the 
Waterford  Public  Library,  Rope  Ferry 
Road,  Route  156,  Waterford,  Connecti¬ 
cut  06385.  The  proposed  license  amend- 
moit  and  the  Safety  Evaluation,  may  be 
in^cted  at  the  above  locations  and  a 
copy  may  be  obtained  upon  request  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  U.S.  Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission,  Washington,  D.C.  20555, 
Attention:  Director,  Division  of  Reactor 
Licensing. 


Board  PaneL  Timely  petitiims  will  be 
considered  to  determine  whether  a  hear¬ 
ing  should  be  noticed  or  another  appro¬ 
priate  order  issued  regarding  the  dlsi^i- 
Uon  of  the  petitions. 

In  the  event  that  a  hearing  is  held  and 
a  person  is  permitted  to  Intervene,  he  be¬ 
comes  a  party  to  the  proceeding  and  has 
a  right  to  participate  fuUy  In  the  con¬ 
duct  of  ^e  hearing.  For  examine,  he  may 


leave  to  intervene  must  be  filed  under 
oath  or  affirmation  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  8  2..714  of  10  CFR  Part 
2  of  the  Ccmimisslon’s  regulations.  A 
petition  for  leave  to  intervene  must  set 
forth  the  interest  of  the  petitioner  in  the 
proceeding,  how  that  Interest  may  be 
affected  by  the  results  of  the  proceed¬ 
ing,  and  the  petitioner’s  contentions  with 
respect  to  the  proposed  licensing  action. 


Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this 
25th  day  of  August,  1975. 

Nuclear  Regulatory 
Commission, 

Walter  A.  Paulson, 
Acting  Chief,  Operating  Reac¬ 
tors  Branch  No.  3,  Division  of 
Reactor  Licensing. 

[FR  Doc.75-23259  Piled  9-3-76; 8: 46  am] 
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VERMONT  YANKEE  NUCLEAR  POWER 
CORP. 

Order  for  Modification  of  License 

I.  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Cor¬ 
poration  (the  licensee)  is  the  holder  of 
Facility  Operating  License  No.  DPR-28 
which  authorizes  operation  of  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station  (the 
facility)  at  steady-state  reactor  core 
power  levels  not  in  excess  of  1953  m^a- 
watts  thermal  (rated  power) ,  The  facil¬ 
ity  is  a  boiling  water  reactor  (BWR)  lo¬ 
cated  near  Vernon,  Vermont. 

n.  1.  On  July  23,  1975,  the  Nuclear 
Regulatory  Commission  (the  Commis¬ 
sion)  issued  an  “Order  for  Modification 
of  License”  (40  FR  32180,  July  31,  1975) 
which  confirmed  a  plan  for  limited  ad¬ 
ditional  operation  of  the  facility.  As  de¬ 
tailed  in  the  Order,  tiie  facility’s  channel 
box  wear,  as  indicated  by  the  noise-to- 
signal  ratio  recorded  by  the  traversing 
incore  probe  (TIP),  had  exceeded  the 
remedial  action  threshold.  The  remedial 
plan  confirmed  by  the  Order  contem¬ 
plated  operation  of  the  facility  for  a  lim-‘ 
ited  period  of  time  (imtil  August  3, 1975) 
at  not  more  than  80%  of  rated  core 
power  and  70%  of  rated  core  fiow,  pro¬ 
vided  the  TIP  noise-to-signal  ratio  at 
those  levels  did  not  exceed  0.05.  In  addi¬ 
tion,  the  Order  permitted  operation  up  to 
full  fiow  and  power  for  a  brief  period  of 
time  as  necessary  to  obtain  baseline 
TIP  data. 

2.  On  August  1,  1975,  the  Commission 
issued  an  “Order  for  Modification  of  Li¬ 
cense”  (40  FR  33739,  August  11,  1975) 
which  modified  the  July  23,  1975  Order 
to  extend  operation  for  an  additional 
three  days  until  August  6, 1975.  The  basis 
for  this  action  was  the  licensee’s  request 
dated  July  31,  1975.  The  licensee’s  letter 
states  that  the  request  is  made  at  the  be¬ 
hest  of  the  New  England  Power  Exchange 
based  upon  a  serious  power  shortage  re¬ 
sulting  from  the  unscheduled  outage  of 
several  units  and  forecasted  weather 
conditions.  Our  evaluation  of  the  request 
concluded  that  the  recently  obtained  TIP 
traces  did  not  show  any  accelerated 
channel  box  wear,  and  that  operation  of 
Vermont  Yankee  for  an  additional  three 
days  beyond  the  period  contemplated  by 
our  previous  safety  evaluation  was  ac¬ 
ceptable  since  no  appreciable  additional 
wear  would  be  incurred. 

3.  By  its  letter  dated  July  17, 1975,  the 
licensee  formally  proposed  a  plan,  pre¬ 
viously  discussed  with  the  Commission, 
setting  forth  a  course  of  remedial  action. 
The  plan,  as  modified  by  the  licensee’s 
letter  dated  July  31,  1975,  entailed  con> 
tinuation  of  operation  at  80%  of  rated 
core  power  and  70%  of  rated  fiow  imtil 
a  shutdown  not  later  than  August  6, 1975, 
with  the  exception  of  a  brief  period  of 
operation  at  full  fiow  and  power  imme¬ 
diately  prior  to  shutdown  as  necessary  to 
obtain  baseline  TIP  data  for  use  in  con¬ 
nection  with  the  shutdown  Inspection 
and  in  connection  with  future  operations. 
During  the  shutdown,  worn  channel 
boxes  were  to  be  replaced  as  necessary, 
and  plugs  to  be  inserted  In  the  bypass 


holes.  The  reactor  was  shut  down  on  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1975,  for  visual  inspection  of  the 
channel  boxes  and  the  necessary  repairs. 

4.  By  letter  dated  July  30,  1975  S  the 
licensee  provided  details  relating  to  the 
inspection  and  repair  program  for  cor¬ 
rection  of  channel  box  wear  and  to  the 
Installation  of  core  bypass  fiow  plugs  in 
the  lower  core  plate  and  supplied  analy¬ 
ses  to  demonstrate  the  adequacy  of  such 
plugs  and  the  adequacy  of  the  procedures 
for  plug  installation. 

5.  On  August  15, 1975,  the  Commission 
Issued  an  “Order  for  Modification  of  Li¬ 
cense”  that  approved  the  repair  program 
and  authorized  the  installation  of  bypass 
hole  plugs  in  the  facility’s  lower  core 
plate.  As  discussed  in  the  August  15, 1975 
Order,  the  NRC  staff  concluded  that  the 
plugs  will  reduce  the  vibration  of  the 
instrument  thimbles  caused  by  fiow 
through  the  bypass  holes.  By  telecon 
dated  August  22,  1975,  Vermont  Yankee 
has  confirmed  that  the  licensee’s  inspec¬ 
tion  and  repair  program  has  been  com¬ 
pleted.  This  resulted  in  the  rejection  of 
24  channel  boxes  with  unacceptable  wear 
as  defined  in  the  repair  program.  Thirty- 

jeight  channel  boxes  with,  indications  of 
"wear,  but  within  the  criteria  of  the  re¬ 
pair  program,  were  reinstalled  in  the  re¬ 
actor  in  locations  which  are  not  next 
to  instrument  channels  in  accordance 
with  the  repair  program.  Vermont  Yan¬ 
kee  also  confirmed  that  all  fiow  bypass 
holes  in  the  core  plate  were  plugged. 

6.  The  licensee’s  July  30,  1975  letter 
and  their  letter  dated  August  6, 1975  pro¬ 
vided  analyses,  including  an  emergency 
core  cooling  performance  analysis,  for 
reactor  power  operation  with  the  plugs 
Installed  in  the  bsrass  holes. 

7.  The  Commission’s  staff  has  reviewed 
the  analyses  submitted  by  the  licensee 
on  July  30,  and  August  6, 1975,  to  support 
operation  with  bypass  flow  plugs  in¬ 
stalled.  As  discussed  in  the  Commission’s 
concurrently  issued  Safety  Evaluation, 
Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear  Power  Station 
Operation  with  Plugged  Bypass  Flow 
Holes,  the  proposed  operation  with  plugs 
will  require  that  certain  modifications  be 
made  to  earlier  restrictions  set  forth  in 
the  December~2l7,  1974  Order  for  Modi¬ 
fication  of  License  (40  FR  1778,  Jan.  9, 
1975)  relating  to  the  emergency  core 
cooling  performance.  In  this  regard,  it  is 
appropriate  to  replace  the  original  Ap¬ 
pendix  A  to  the  December  27, 1974  Order 
with  a  revised  Appendix  A  listing  restric¬ 
tions  for  operation  with  bypass  flow  plugs 
Installed.  All  other  provisions  of  the  De¬ 
cember  27,  1974  Order  remain  in  full 
force  and  effect.  It  should  also  be  noted 
that  plugs  identical  to  those  installed 


1  Copies  of  (1)  the  licensee’s  letters  of  July 
30  and  August  6,  1975,  and  (2)  the  NRC  stafF 
Safety  Evaluation  of  Vermont  Yankee  Nuclear 
Power  Station  Operation  with  Plugged  By¬ 
pass  Flow  Holes  and  the  documents  refer¬ 
enced  therein,  are  available  for  public  inspec¬ 
tion  in  the  Commission’s  PubUc  Document 
Room,  1717  H  Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C., 
and  are  being  placed  in  the  Brooks  MemorUU 
Library,  224  Main  Street.  Brattleboro, 
Vermont. 


in  the  Vermont  Yankee  reactor  have  pre¬ 
viously  been  installed  in  both  the  Ver¬ 
mont  Yankee  and  Pilgrim  reactors  in 
1973  and  1974,  respectively,  to  eliminate 
the  vibration  of  temporary  control  cur¬ 
tains  that  caused  channel  box  wear  in 
those  reactors.  They  have  also  been  in¬ 
stalled  in  the  Duane  Arnold  reactor  to 
mitigate  channel  box  wear.  After  ten 
months  of  successful  service  the  previ¬ 
ous  plugs  in  the  Vermont  Yankee  reactor 
were  removed  at  the  time  that  the  tem¬ 
porary  curtains  were  removed. 

8.  Based  on  a  review  of  the  licensee’s 
submittals  of  July  30  and  August  6, 1975, 
and  the  prior  related  experience  at  the 
Pilgrim  and  Vermont  Yankee  reactors, 
the  NRC  staff  concluded  in  its  concur¬ 
rently  issued  Safety  Evaluation  that  op¬ 
eration  of  the  Vermont  Yankee  reactor 
in  accordance  with  the  additional  re¬ 
strictions  set  forth  in  Appendix  A  to  the 
Safety  Evaluation  will  provide  reason¬ 
able  assurance  that  the  public  health 
and  safety  will  not  be  raidangered.  These 
additional  restrictions  are  set  forth  as 
Appendix  A  to  this  Order. 

in.  Accordingly,  pursuant  to  the 
Atomic  Energy  Act  of  1954,  as  amended, 
and  the  Commission’s  Rules  and  Reg¬ 
ulations  in  10  CFR  Parts  2  and  50, 

It  is  ordered.  That: 

1.  The  Order  for  Modification  of  Li¬ 
cense  dated  December  27,  1974  be 
amended  by  replacing  Appendix  A  of  that 
Order  with  Appendix  A  attached  to  this 
Order.  All  other  provisions  of  the  De¬ 
cember  27,  1974  Order  shall  remain  in 
full  force  and  effect. 

2.  Operation  of  the  Vermont  Yankee 
Nuclear  Power  Station  with  plugged  by¬ 
pass  flow  holes  is  hereby  authorized  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  restrictions  set  forth  in  the 
Order  for  Modification  of  License,  dated 
December  27,  1974  as  amended  by  para¬ 
graph  1  above. 

Dated  at  Bethesda,  Maryland,  this  22d 
day  of  August  1975. 

For  the  Nuclear  Regulatory  Commis¬ 
sion. 

Ben  C.  Rusche, 
Director,  Offlce  of  Nuclear 

Reactor  Regulation. 

Appendix  A 

VERMONT  YANKEE  NUCLEAR  POWER  STATION 
OPERATING  RESTRICTIONS 

There  are  two  limitations  on  the  con¬ 
tinued  operation  of  the  reactor  for  the  re¬ 
mainder  of  this  fuel  cycle.  These  are  the  lim¬ 
iting  assembly  maximum  average  planar 
linear  heat  generation  rate,  MAPLHOR,  and 
the  minimum  critical  power  ratio  limit  re¬ 
lated  to  boiling  crisis,  MCPB.  Operation 
shaU  conform  to  a  MCPR  value  of  equal  to 
or  greater  than  1.28  as  proposed  by  the  li¬ 
censee.  The  limiting  value  of  MAPLHOR  in¬ 
cluded  with  the  proposed  Technical  Speci¬ 
fications  submitted  on  October  31,  1974  have 
been  revised  to  account  for  the  staff  require¬ 
ments  of  December  27,-  1974  and  the  pro¬ 
posed  operation  with  plugged  bypass  holes. 
The  revised  values  are  given  In  Figures  1 
and  2  for  Generic  B  7x7  Fuel  and  8D219  8x8 
Fuel  tyiies.  A  maximum  value  linear  heat 
generation  rate  of  13.4  kw/ft  for  8x8  fuel 
shaU  remain  In  effect  imtU  the  Commission 
completes  Its  review  of  the  licensee’s  pro¬ 
posed  Increase  In  linear  heat  generation  rate. 
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OFFICE  OF  MANAGEMENT  AND 
BUDGET 

CLEARANCE  OF  REPORTS 
List  of  Requests 

The  following  is  a  list  of  requests  for 
clearance  of  reports  intended  for  use  in 
collecting  information  from  the  public 
received  by  the  Office  of  Management 
and  Budget  on  August  29,  1975  (44  USC 
3509).  The  purpose  of  publishing  this 
list  in  the  Federal  Register  is  to  inform 
the  public. 

The  list  includes  the  title  of  each  re¬ 
quest  received;  the  name  of  the  agency 
sponsoring  the  proposed  collection  of  in- 
formatkm;  the  agency  form  number (s), 
if  applicable;  the  frequency  with  which 
the  information  is  proposed  to  be  col¬ 
lected;  the  name  of  the  reviewer  or  re¬ 
viewing  division  within  OMB,  and  an 
indication  of  who  will  be  the  respKindents 
to  the  proposed  collection. 

Requests  for  extension  which  appear 
to  raise  no  significant  issues  are  to  be 
approved  after  brief  notice  through  this 
release. 

Further  information  about  the  items 
on  this  daily  list  may  be  obtained  from 
the  Clearance  Office,  Office  of  Manage¬ 
ment  and  Budget,  Washington,  D.C. 
20503  (202-395-4529),  Or  from  the  re¬ 
viewer  listed. 

New  Forms 

NATIONAL  ACADEMY  OF  SCIENCES 

Protocol  To  Assess  Veterans’  Perceptions  of 
VA  Psychiatric  Care  and  Health  and  Social 
Experience  After  Debriefing,  CHCRVA-013, 
single-time,  vets  admitted  for  VA  psychia¬ 
tric  care  January-March  1975,  Dick  Eisin- 
ger,  396-6140. 

Study  of  Health  Care  Resources  in  VA, 
CHCRVA-061,  single-time,  individuals, 
Dick  Elslnger,  395-6140. 

AMERICAN  REVOLUTION  BICENTENNIAL 
ADMINISTRATION 

Grants  Performance  Progress  Report,  semi¬ 
annually,  grant  recipients,  Caywood,  D.  P., 
395-3443. 

Revisions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Census ; 

General  Revenue  Sharing  Adjusted  Tax 
Survey,  RS  12,  RS-12B,  annually,  local 
government  officials,  Ellett,  C.  A.,  395- 
6867. 

Animal  and  Vegetable  Fats  and  Oils — 
Monthly  Report  of  Producers  and  Con¬ 
sumers,  M  WN,  monthly,  producers  and 
consumers  of  fats  and  oils,  Peterson,  M. 
O.,  396-6631. 

Selected  Electronic  and  Associated  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Including  Telephone  and  Tele¬ 
graph  Apparatus,  MA-36-N,  annually, 
manufacturing  establishments,  Peterson, 
M.  O.,  396-6631. 

Broadwoven  Fabrics  (Gray),  MQ  22T, 
quarterly,  manufacturers  of  broadwoven 
fabrics,  Peterson,  M.  O.,  395-6631. 

Electric  Lighting  Fixtures  (Survey  of  Ship¬ 
ments),  MA-36L,  annually,  manufactur¬ 
ing  establishments,  Peterson,  M.  O., 
396-5631. 

Men’s  i4>parel.  Cuttings,  and  Shipments  by 
Repm'tlng  Period.  M23B,  monthly,  pro¬ 
ducers  of  men’s  apparel,  Peterson,  M.  O., 
396-6631. 


Nzw  Forms 

DEPARTMENT  OT  AGRICULTURE 

Agriculture  Research  Service,  Food  Facility 
Survey  Form,  single-time,  wholesale  food 
distributors  and  processors,  Lowry,  R.  L., 
395^3772. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION, 

AND  WELFARE 

Office  of  Education,  Data  Collection  Instru¬ 
ments  for  the  Evaluation  of  ESES  ’Title  VII 
Bilingual  Education  Programs,  OE-430-1, 
OE-tSO-l-l,  OE-430-1-2,  OE-430-2,  OE- 
430-2-1,  OE-430-3,  OE-430-3-1,  OE-430-3- 
4,  Single-time,  students,  teachers,  parents, 
and  others.  Human  Resources  Division, 
Joan  Turek,  395-3532. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  TRANSPORTATION 

Federal  Highway  Administration,  Description 
of  Motor  Carrier  Operations  Questionnaire, 
MCS-137,  single-time,  motor  carrier  of 
property  or  pas.sengers,  Lowry,  R.  L.,  395- 
3772. 

National  Highway  Traffic  Safety  Administra¬ 
tion,  Annual  Report  of  State  on  Enforce¬ 
ment  of  the  National  Maximum  Speed 
Limit,  HS  353,  annually.  State  enforcement 
agencies,  Strasser,  A.,  395-5867. 

•  Revisions 

U.S.  CIVIL  SERVICE  COMMISSION 

Application  for  Federal  Summer  Employment 
and  Availability  and  Qualifications  Infor¬ 
mation,  CSC  843A,  CSC  905A,  on  occasion, 
individuals,  Caywood,  D.  P.,  395-3443. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HEALTH,  EDUCATION,  AND 
WELFARE 

Health  Services  Administration,  Evaluation 
of  Specialized  Training  for  dentists  treat¬ 
ing  Children  With  Handicaps,  BCTHS  0430, 
single-time,  training  program  director,  fac¬ 
ulty,  and  students.  Human  Resources 
Division,  Dick  Eisinger,  396-3532. 

Extensions 

DEPARTMENT  OF  COMMERCE 

Bureau  of  Census,  Aluminum  Poll  Converted, 
MA-34P,  annually,  converters  of  aluminum 
foil,  Marsha  ’Traynham,  395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  DEFENSE 

Defense  Civil  Preparedness  Agency,  Radio¬ 
logical  Instrument  Readiness  and  Reliabil¬ 
ity  Assurance,  DCPA  163,  monthly.  State 
contractors,  Marsha  Traynham,  395-4529. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  HOUSING  AND  URBAN 
DEVELOPMENT 

Housing  Production  and  Mortgage ; 

Allocation  of  Mortgage  Receipts  and  Dis¬ 
bursements,  PHA2744A,  on  occasion, 
business  firms.  Community  and  Veterans 
Affairs  Division,  395-3532. 

Fiscal  Data  in  support  of  Claim  for  Insur¬ 
ance  Benefits  (Assignment  of  Multi- 
Family  Housing  Mortgage),  FHA-2742, 
on  occasion,  business  firms.  Community 
and  Veterans  Affairs  Division,  395-3532. 

Phillip  D.  Larsen, 
Budget  and  Management  Officer. 
[FR  Doc.75-23628  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 


SECURITIES  AND  EXCHANGE 
COMMISSION^ 

[Rel.  No.  34-11619;  Pile  No.  SR-NYSE-75-1  ] 

New  York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.;  Self-Reg- 
ulatory  Organization  Proposed  Rule 
Change 

Pursuant  to  Section  19(b)(1)  of  the 
Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 15  U.S.C. 


78s(b)  (1) ,  as  amended  by  Pub.  L.  No.  94- 
29,  16  (June  4,  1975),  notice  Is  hereby 
given  that  on  August  25, 1975,  the  above- 
mentioned  self-regulatory  organization 
filed  with  the  Securities  and  Exchange 
Commission  a  proposed  rule  change  as 
follows: 

Statement  of  the  Terms  of  Substance 
of  the  Proposed  Rule  Change. — The  New 
York  Stock  Exchange,  Inc.  (the  Ex¬ 
change)  will  sell  the  capital  stock  of  its 
wholly-owned  subsidiary,  the  Deposi- 
toiT  Trust  Company  (DTC) ,  through  an 
initial  offerii^  of  DTC  stock  in  1975  pur¬ 
suant  to  the  following  plan  which  will 
govern  the  initial  offering  and  annual 
allocations  of  DTC  stock  thereafter: 

( a)  The  formula  to  be  adopted  for  de¬ 
termining  the  allocation  of  DTC  stock  to 
a  DTC  Participant  will  be  based  equally 
on  (i)  the  ratio  of  the  Participant’s  fees 
to  the  total  of  all  Participants’  fees  paid 
DTC  for  the  preceding  calender  year  and 
(ii)  the  ratio  of  a  Participant’s  average 
value  of  long  positions  on  the  last  busi¬ 
ness  day  of  each  month  during  the  pre¬ 
ceding  calendar  year  to  the  total  of  such 
average  positions  for  all  Participants  for 
the  preceding  calendar  year.  Notwith¬ 
standing  the  foregoing,  since  the  alloca¬ 
tion  of  DTC  stock  based  on  long  posi¬ 
tions  is  being  given  equal  weight  to  en¬ 
titlement  based  on  fees,  this  formula  may 
be  reconsidered  if  trends  in  depository 
use  appear  to  be  leading  toward  an  undue 
concentration  of  stock  ownership  in  any 
particular  group  of  Participants.  In  no 
event  shall  this  formula  permit  Institu¬ 
tional  Participants  (as  defined  in  (d) 
below)  collectively  to  own  more  than  45 
percent  of  the  issued  and  outstanding 
DTC  stock.  Therefore,  this  formula  shall 
be  reconsidered  if  and  when  its  applica¬ 
tion  would  result  in  ownership  by  In¬ 
stitutional  Participants  of  more  than  45 
percent  of  the  issued  and  outstanding 
DTC  stock.  The  advice  of  the  DTC  Board 
of  Directors  would  be  sought  concerning 
any  formula  change.  The  allocation  of 
DTC  stock  in  1976  will  be  based  on  appli¬ 
cation  of  the  above  fonnula  for  calendar 
year  1975,  and  the  allocation  of  DTC 
stock  shall  thereafter  be  redetermined 
annually  as  soon  as  data  for  the  preced¬ 
ing  calendar  year  necessary  to  apply  the 
formula  are  available. 

(b)  For  the  first  sale  of  DTC  stock  in 
1975,  the  formula  ^^lecified  above  will  be 
applied  to  use  of  the  depository  for  the 
last  quarter  of  1974  based  mi  fees  paid  to 
DTC  for  this  period  and  the  value  of  long 
positions  on  the  last  business  day  of  Oc¬ 
tober,  November  and  December  1974. 
Data  for  this  quarter  would  reflect  in¬ 
creased  bank  participation  in  DTC  dur¬ 
ing  the  course  of  1974. 

(c)  The  allocation  to  a  Broker-Dealer 
Participant  (as  defined  in  (d)  below) 
shall  be  available  for  purchase  by  the  Ex¬ 
change,  American  Stock  Exchange,  Inc. 
(AMEX)  and  National  Association  of  Se¬ 
curities  Dealers,  Inc.  (NASD)  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  (d)  below.  To  provide  for  the 
ownership  by  AMEX  and  NASD,  as  the 
first  sale  of  DTC  stock  in  1975,  the  Ex¬ 
change  will  offer  to  sell  8  percent  of  the 
Issued  and  outstanding  DTC  stock  to 
AMEX  and  8  percent  of  the  Issued  and 
outstanding  DTC  stock  to  NASD. 
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(d)  ReaUcx;ation  of  DTC  stock  after 
1975  shall  be  consiunmated  prior  to  the 
record  date  for  voting  at  the  annual 
meeting  of  DTC  stockholders  and  shall 
be  accomplished  as  described  below.  Each 
Participant  will  be  (1)  entitled  to  pur¬ 
chase  tile  shares  necessary  to  increase  its 
ownership  to  its  allocation  or  (2)  obli¬ 
gated  to  sell  the  shares  which  it  then 
holds  which  are  in  excess  of  its  allocation 
except  that  purchases  and  sales  in  re¬ 
spect  of  Broker-Dealer  Participants  will 
be  effected  by  the  Exchange,  AMEX 
and  NASD,  collectively.  The  rights  and 
obligations  of  the  Exchange,  AMEX  and 
NASD  shall  be  pro  rated  in  accordance 
with  their  respective  interest  immedi¬ 
ately  prior  to  the  reallocation.  “Broker- 
Dealer  Participants”  include  all  member 
organizations  of  the  Exchange,  AMEIX 
and  NASD  and  clearing  corporation  Par¬ 
ticipants  associated  with  the  Exchange, 
AMEIX  or  the  NASD.  “Institutional  Par¬ 
ticipants”  include  all  Participants  who 
are  not  Broker-Dealer  Participants  and 
shall  not  include  the  Exchange,  AMEX 
or  the  NASD. 

(e)  At  the  annual  meeting  of  DTC 
stockholders  in  1975  and  thereafter, 
DTC’s  Board  of  Directors  will  be  elected 
annually  by  cumulative  voting. 

(f)  The  price  per  share  in  the  initial 
and  all  suteequent  sales  of  DTC  stock 
shall  be  the  book  value  per  DTC  share 
as  of  the  close  of  the  preceding  calendar 
year. 

In  order  to  ensure  the  continued  quali¬ 
fication  of  DTC  as  a  “clearing  corpora¬ 
tion”  under  §  8-102(3)  of  the  New  York 
Uniform  Commercial  Code,  which  de¬ 
fines  a  “clearing  corporation”  with  refer¬ 
ence  to  the  nature  of  the  holders  of  its 
capital  stock  and  the  amounts  of  such 
st^k  held  by  them,  and  in  order  to  pre¬ 
serve  the  primary  objective  of  the  agree¬ 
ment,  that  the  users  of  DTTC’s  services 
share  in  its  direction  and  control  through 
ownership  of  its  stock,  the  agreement 
among  DTC  and  its  stockholders  provid¬ 
ing  for  the  annual  allocation  of  stock 
commencing  in  1976  will  also  contain 
provisions  to  the  effect  that;  (1)  no  DTC 
stock  shall  be  transferred  to  any  person 
except  in  a  manner  consistent  with 
DTC’s  continuing  status  as  a  “clearing 
corporation”;  (2)  in  the  event  that  any 
holder  becomes  insolvent  or  ceases  to  use, 
or  represent  others  which  use,  DTC’s 
services,  the  stock  held  by  it  shall  be 
transferred  to  all  other  holders  of  DTC 
stock  pro  rata  in  accordance  with  their 
stockholdings;  and  (3)  neither  DTC  nor 
any  holder  shall  sell  stock  otherwise  than 
in  an  annual  reallocation  without  first 
offering  such  stock  to  the  holders  of  stock 
pro  rata  in  accordance  with  their  stock¬ 
holdings. 

Exhibit  A  attached  indicates  the 
maximum  entitlement  of  ownership  of 
DTC  stock  in  1975. 

Statement  of  Basis  and  Purpose. — The 
basis  and  purpose  of  the  foregoing  pro¬ 
posed  rule  change  is  as  follows: 

3.  Purpose  of  Proposed  Rule  Change. 
The  purpose  of  the  proposed  rule  change 
Is  to  assure  DTC’s  participants  a  fair 
representation  in  the  selection  of  DTC’s 


directors  and  the  administration  of  its 
affairs  and  thereby  permit  DTC  to  com¬ 
ply  with  §  17A(b)  (3)  (C)  of  the  Securi¬ 
ties  Exchange  Act  of  1934  when  it  be¬ 
comes  effective. 

4.  Basis  under  the  Act  for  adopting  the 
proposed  rule  change,  (a)  Not  apphcable. 

(b)  The  proposed  rule  change  relates 
to  the  Exchange’s  wholly-owned  sub¬ 
sidiary,  DTC.  It  provides  the  basis  for  a 
fair  representation  of  DTC’s  participants 
in  the  selection  of  DTC’s  directors  and 
the  administration  of  its  affairs  by  af¬ 
fording  DTC  participants  a  reasonable 
opportunity  to  acquire  voting  stock  of 
DTC,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  reasonable 
proportion  to  their  use  of  DTC’s  service. 

(c)  Not  applicable. 

5.  Comments  Received  From  Members, 
Participants  or  Others  on  Proposed  Rule 
Changes.  Comments  were  solicited  from 
DTC  participants,  pledgee  banks  and 
depository  facilities  by  notice  dated 
March  25,  1975.  No  comments  have  been 
received  other  than  questions  as  to  the 
meaning  of  certain  provisions  of  the  pro¬ 
posal,  including;  the  rationale  for  select¬ 
ing  the  formula;  why  DTC  stock  allo¬ 
cable  to  broker-dealer  participants  is  not 
available  for  direct  purchase  by  them 
at  this  time  rather  than  being  offered  to 
the  Exchange,  AMEX  and  NASD;  when 
the  Exchange’s  Board  of  Directors  ex¬ 
pects  to  consider  whether  an  Exchange 
member  organization  could  purchase  its 
DTC  stock  entitlement  directly  and 
whether  AMEX  and  NASD  member 
organizations  would  have  a  similar  right; 
the  basis  for  the  sale  of  8%  of  the  DTC 
stock  to  each  of  AMEX  and  NASD;  how 
is  the  formula  adjusted  to  account  for 
usage  by  broker-dealer  participants 
which  are  members  of  more  than  one  of 
the  Exchange,  AMEX  and  NASD;  who 
receives  the  DTC  stock  not  purchased  by 
those  entitled  to  purchase  and  on  what 
basis;  the  method  of  allocating  the  DTC 
stock  held  by  an  insolvent  to  all  other 
holders;  and  the  effect  of  some  states  not 
having  adopted  amendments  to  Uni¬ 
form  Commercial  Code  §  8-102(3)  (which 
amendment  broadens  the  permissible 
ownership  of  a  clearing  coriwration  such 
as  DTC)  on  DTC’s  ability  to  conduct 
business  in  such  non-adopting  states,  to 
have  depository  facilities  in  those  states, 
to  effect  book-entry  transfers  for  parti¬ 
cipants  organized  or  located  in  those 
states  or  to  effect  book-entry  transfers 
for  issuers  located  or  organized  in  those 
states. 

***** 

Explanatory  Notes 

1.  Rationale  for  Ownership  Entitle¬ 
ment  Formula.  A  1971  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  on  a  Comprehensive 
Securities  Depositary  System  among  the 
Exchange,  AMEX,  NASD  and  the  mem¬ 
ber  banks  of  the  New  York  Clearing 
House  Association  set  forth  various 
imderstandings  regarding  the  creation  of 
DTC  and,  among  other  things,  provided 
that  at  such  time  as  amendments  to 
Article  8  of  the  Uniform  Commercial 
Code  had  been  adopted  in  substantially 
all  of  the  domestic  jurisdictions  under 


the  laws  of  which  corporations,  whose 
securities  were  eligible  for  inclusion  in 
the  depository,  were  organized,  an  equit¬ 
able  portion  of  the  capital  stock  of  the 
depository  would  be  acquired  by  or  for 
the  account  of  the  depositors  in  the  de¬ 
pository  other  than  Broker-Dealers. 
Although  at  the  time  the  Memorandum 
of  Understanding  was  executed  the  basis 
on  which  the  distribution  of  capital  stock 
among  the  depositors  was  not  specified, 
it  was  imderstood  that  such  distribution 
might  be  based,  for  example,  on  one  or 
more  of  the  following  criteria:  (a)  in 
proportion  to  the  use  anticipated  to  bei 
made  by  participants  of  the  depository  as 
measured  by  use  recently  made  by  them; 
(b)  50%  by  national  securities  exchanges 
and  associations  whose  members  were 
expected  to  be  depositors  and  50%  by  a 
party  or  parties  representing  other 
types  of  depositors;  or  (c)  in  proportion 
to  the  value  ^f  securities  deposited  by 
participants. 

BASIC  considered  a  formula  for  de¬ 
termining  stock  ownership  of  the  New 
York  depository  during  the  first  half  of 
1972.  No  exception  was  taken  during  the 
discussions  to  the  specific  formula  being 
considered,  namely:  one-half  of  owner¬ 
ship  entitlement  to  be  based  upon  fees 
paid,  and  one-half  upon  the  value  of  se¬ 
curities  on  deposit.  A  part  of  a  memo¬ 
randum  considered  by  BASIC  at  that 
time  read  as  follows: 

The  depository’s  services  may  be  said  to 
break  down  into  two  broad  groups:  (1)  proc¬ 
essing  transactions:  and  (2)  providing  cus¬ 
tody.  In  terms  of  utilizing  these  two  types 
of  services,  there  will  probably  be  a  sharp 
distinction  between  broker-dealers,  on  the 
one  hand,  and  banks.  Insurance  companies, 
and  mutual  funds  (caU  them  ‘fiduciaries’), 
on  the  other  hand.  Broker/dealer  transaction 
through-put  will  be  much  greater  than  that 
of  fiduciaires,  but  the  latter  will  have  a 
higher  value  of  securities  on  deposit  ,  .  . 

There  are  many  ways  that  share  owner¬ 
ship  in  (the  depository)  could  be  divided  be¬ 
tween  the  two  groups  so  as  to  assure  each 
some  voice  in  management  and  control.  Ar¬ 
bitrary  apportionment  could  be  made,  or  an 
objective  formula  based  upon  use  could  be 
used.  “Use”  could  be  measured  in  any  of  a 
variety  of  ways. 

Any  arbitrary  apportionment  would  prob¬ 
ably  be  criticized  from  the  outset  as  favor¬ 
ing  some  at  the  expense  of  others.  Moreover, 
as  trends  in  depository  participation  chEinge, 
the  arbitrary  allocation  of  shares  would 
either  have  to  be  changed  periodically  or 
encounter  even  greater  questions  as  to 
whether  it  is  fair. 

An  objective  formula  could  be  devised  in 
which  share  ownership  derives  from  extent 
of  use  of  each  of  the  two  groups  of  depository 
services:  transactions,  and  custody.  Of  the 
many  ways  of  measuring  use,  these  are  sug¬ 
gested: 

Transactions — Annual  total  of  fees  paid 
to  the  depository. 

Custody — ^Average  annual  value  of  securi¬ 
ties  on  deposit. 

The  Board  of  Directors  of  Central  Cer¬ 
tificate  Service,  Inc.  (“CCS,  Inc.”), 
which  succeeded  to  the  Central  Certifi¬ 
cate  Service  division  operated  by  Stock 
Clearing  Corporation,  adopted  a  resolu¬ 
tion  in  July  1972,  expressing  its  support 
of  the  BASIC  formula  for  determining 
share  entitlement  which  Is  embodied  in 
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the  Plan.  In  a  memorandum  enclosed 
with  CCS,  Inc.’s  letter  to  the  Commis¬ 
sion  dated  October  18,  1972,  which  re¬ 
lated  to  its  proposed  rules,  the  follow¬ 
ing  statement  was  made: 

The  Board  of  CCS,  Inc.  has  provided  that 
user  entitlement  to  own  the  trust  company’s 
stock  should  be  based  equally  on  the  amount 
of  fees  paid  by  users  of  depository  and  the 
value  of  their  long  positions  there. 

2.  Rationale  for  Allocation  of  Stock  to 
the  Exchange,  AMEX  and  NASD  Rather 
than  Directly  to  Broker-Dealer  Par¬ 
ticipants.  Due  to  the  limited  profit  and 
limited  dividend  policies  of  DTC,  there 
is  little  economic  incentive  to  own  DTC 
capital  stock.  Hie  incentive  to  own  the 
stock  is  essentially  limited  to  its  voting 
rights.  Banks  and  other  fiduciaries  have 
expressed  their  desire  to  have  stock  rep¬ 
resentation  in  DTC  so  that  they  will  be 
in  a  position  to  participate,  through  di¬ 
rectors  elected  by  them,  in  the  manage¬ 
ment  of  DTC  and  thereby  promote  the 
safeguarding  of  securities  deposited  by 
them  with  DTC.  Although  the  Exchange, 
AMEX  and  NASD  can  conveniently  hold 
DTC  stock  in  representation  of  their 
members,  there  is  no  organization  in 
existence  that  could  properly  hold  DTC 
stock,  collectively,  on  behalf  of  such 
banks  and  fiduciaries.  Exchanges  and  the 
NASD  have  held  stock  of  clearing  cor¬ 
porations  for  many  years  and  their  mem¬ 
bers  have  thus  been  in  a  position  to  in¬ 
fluence  Ihe  policies  adopt^  by  clearing 
corporations. 

Attached  as  Exhibit  B  is  a  list  based 
upon  the  proposed  stock  entitlement  for¬ 
mula  as  applied  to  the  last  quarter  of 
1974,  of  the  percentage  use  by  all  DTC 
participants.  The  list  shows  the  entitle¬ 
ment  broker-dealers  would  have  if  the 
Exchange  were  to  sell  its  holdings  of  DTC 
stock  to  all  Broker-Dealer  Participants. 
As  indicated  by  the  list,  only  eight 
Broker-Dealer  Participants  would  be  en¬ 
titled  to  purchase  more  than  2%  (370 
shares)  and  only  16  would  be  entitled  to 
purchase  more  than  1%  (185  shares). 
The  top  10  broker-dealers  would  be  en¬ 
titled  to  purchase  approximately  34% 
(6,300  shares)  and  the  top  16  broker- 
deisJers  would  be  entitled  to  purchase  ap¬ 
proximately  43%  (8,000  shares),  leaving 
a  broad  dispersion  of  shares  among  the 
many  remaining  broker-dealers.  This 
may  explain  why  a  number  of  broker- 
dealers  have  indicated  that  they  would 
not  wish  to  purchase  DTC  stock  but 
would  prefer  the  Exchange  to  hold  the 
stock  Instead. 

DTC  distributed  a  memorandum  de¬ 
scribing  the  stock  sale  to  its  Participants 
and  others  on  March  25,  1975.  To  date 
there  has  been  little  expression  of  in¬ 
terest  in  direct  ownership  frtwn  the  re¬ 
cipients  of  that  memorandiun.  Until  fur¬ 
ther  consideration  as  a  result  of  a  sig¬ 
nificant  expression  of  Interest  in  direct 
ownership  by  the  Exchange’s  member¬ 
ship,  the  Exchange  feels  that  it  is  in  the 
best  interests  of  the  membership  that 
the  Exchange  retain  direct  ownership 
on  behalf  of  its  membership. 

3.  Consideration  by  the  Exchange  of 
Direct  Ownership  of  DTC  Stock  by  Ex¬ 


change  Member  Organizations.  At  its 
March  6,  1975  meeting  the  Exchange’s 
Board  of  Directors  considered  the  ques¬ 
tion  of  direct  ownership  of  DTC  stock  by 
broker-dealers  and  deferred  action  on 
that  issue,  carefully  specifying  that  no 
action  proposed  to  be  taken  at  that  meet¬ 
ing  would  preclude  the  later  possibility 
of  direct  ownership  by  member  organi¬ 
zations.  The  Board  of  Directors  will  con¬ 
sider  the  matter  if  there  is  suffcient 
expression  of  interest  in  the  matter  by 
Etxchange  member  organizations.  In  any 
event,  it  is  the  intention  of  Exchange 
management  to  bring  the  matter  before 
the  Board  within  the  ensuing  year. 

Although  we  have  no  definitive  infor¬ 
mation  as  to  whether  AMEX  or  NASD 
will  purchase  shares,  we  understand  in¬ 
formally  that  both  organizations  are  in¬ 
clined  to  purchase  their  entitlements.  We 
have  no  information  as  to  whether  they 
would  propose  to  make  any  shares  pur¬ 
chased  available  subsequently  for  pur¬ 
chase  by  their  respective  members. 

4.  Rationale  for  Sale  of  8%  of  DTC 
Stock  to  AMEX  and  NASD.  The  1971 
Memorandum  of  Understanding  con¬ 
templated  that  prior  to  such  time  as  the 
depository  ceased  to  be  a  wholly-owned 
subsidiary  of  the  Exchange,  it  would  have 
a  12  man  board  of  directors  consisting 
of  six  directors  nominated  by  the  Ex¬ 
change,  one  director  nmninated  by 
AMEX,  one  director  nominated  by  the 
NASD,  three  directors  nominated  by 
bank  Signatories  to  the  Memorandum  of 
Understanding  and  one  director  who 
would  be  the  President  of  the  depository. 
It  was  understood  that  these  proportions 
of  representation  would  be  reflected  in 
the  initial  stock  sale  by  the  Exchange. 
This  would  mean  an  AMEX  and  NASD 
entitlement  to  DTC  stock  of  about  8 
percent  each. 

DTC’s  board  has  already  been  expanded 
to  14  directorships  in  order  to  permit 
wi(ter  participation  by  parts  of  the  finan¬ 
cial  community  not  included  in  the 
Memorandum  of  Understanding.  After 
the  stock  sale,  DTC’s  Board  will  be  ex¬ 
panded  to  15  members,  one  of  which  will 
be  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  and  an¬ 
other  of  which  will  be  the  President.  The 
sale  of  8%  of  the  capital  stock:  of  DTC 
to  each  of  AMEX  and  the  NASD  will  per¬ 
mit  each  of  them,  by  utilizing  the  ciunu- 
lative  voting  provision  set  forth  in  DTC’s 
Organization  Certificate,  to  elect  one 
member  to  DTC’s  Board  of  Directors, 
thus  carrying  out  the  imderstandings 
embodied  in  the  Memorandum  of  Under¬ 
standing.  These  understandings  were 
based  on  the  belief,  stated  in  paragraph  2 
above,  that  members  of  AMEX  smd  the 
NASD  would  be  represented  through  their 
self -regulatory  organizations. 

5.  Allocations  to  Seflf -Regulatory  Or¬ 
ganizations  in  View  of  Bulti-Member- 
ships  by  Broker-Dealer  Participants  in 
Such  Self -Regulatory  Organizations.  It  is 
not  Intended  that  the  formula  for  en¬ 
titlement  to  stock  ownership  will  account 
for  usage  by  Broker-Dealer  Participants 
which  are  members  of  more  than  one  of 
the  Exchange,  AMEX  and  the  NASD  in  a 
precise  manner.  As  indicated  in  the  de¬ 


scription  of  the  stock  sale  plan  above, 
assiuning  that  all  persons  purchase  their 
full  entitlement  to  DTC  capital  stock,  the 
percentage  ownership  of  the  Exchange, 
AMEX  and  the  NASD  would  be  su8?roxl- 
mately  60%,  8%  and  8%,  respectively.  In 
substance  this  reflects  the  fact  that  the 
usage  of  DTC  services  by  all  Broker- 
Dealer  Participants,  whether  they  be  a 
member  of  one  or  more  of  such  self- 
regulatory  organizations,  during  the  last 
three  months  of  1974  would  under  the 
formula  entitle  them  to  collective  repre¬ 
sentation  in  stock  ownership  equal  to  ap¬ 
proximately  76%  of  the  DTC  capital 
stock.  Subsequent  annual  reallocations 
will  be  made  by  determining  the  collec¬ 
tive  usage  of  DTC  services  by  all  such 
broker-dealer  participants,  determining 
the  stock  ownership  attributable  to  that 
usage  and  allocating  that  aggregate 
amount  of  stock  ownership  among  the 
three  self -regulatory  organizations,  pro 
rata  in  accordance  with  their  stock  own¬ 
ership  as  it  stands  immediately  prior  to 
the  reallocation.  For  example,  on  the 
basis  of  the  assumed  60-8-8  initial  allo¬ 
cation,  the  Exchange  would  own  11,100 
shares  and  AMEX  and  the  NASD  would 
each  own  1,480  shares.  If  at  the  first 
annual  reallocation  Broker-Dealer  Par¬ 
ticipant  usage  Indicated  a  collective  en¬ 
titlement  to  an  additional  760  shares,  the 
Exchange  would  be  entitled  to  600  (60/' 
76ths)  of  the  additional  shares  and  each 
of  AMEX  and  the  NASD  would  be  en¬ 
titled  to  80  (8/76ths)  of  the  additional 
shares.  On  the  other  hand  if  on  the  sub¬ 
sequent  annual  reallocation  the  usage  of 
all  Broker-Dealer  Participants  indicated 
a  collective  entitlement  of  760  fewer 
shares,  the  Exchange  would  be  obligated 
to  sell  600  of  the  shares  held  by  it  and 
each  of  AMEX  and  the  NASD  would  be 
obligated  to  sell  80  of  the  shares  held  by 
them.  Annual  allocations  in  succeeding 
years  would  be  based  upon  the  holdings 
of  the  three  self -regulatory  organizations 
immediately  prior  to  the  annual  reallo¬ 
cation.  No  effort  will  be  made  to  identify 
usage  relating  to  a  Broker-Dealer  Par¬ 
ticipant’s  Exchange,  AMEX  or  NASD 
business,  since  it  is,  we  believe,  impossible 
to  devise  a  formula  reflecting  such  usage 
without  making  numerous  arbitrary 
decisi<ms. 

6.  Allocation  of  Shares  Not  Purchased 
by  Persons  Entitled  Thereto.  If  an  orga¬ 
nization  entitled  to  purchase  DTC  capital 
stock  declines  to  purchase  all  or  part 
of  its  entitlement,  the  shares  not  pur¬ 
chased  will  remain  with  the  organiza¬ 
tions  then  holding  such  shares.  Entitle¬ 
ment  of  each  cMganlzation  to  purchase 
constitutes  the  right  to  purchase 
pro  rata  from  all  the  then  holders  who 
hold  more  than  their  entitlement.  If  the 
purchase  is  not  made  it  will  result  in  the 
unpurchased  shares  remaining  pro  rata 
with  all  the  then  holders  who  hold  more 
than  their  entitlement.  For  example,  if 
there  were  only  five  stockholders  whi<^ 
held  the  following  amoimts  of  stock:  A — 
1,000,  B— 1,500,  C— 2,000,  D— 2,400,  and 
E — 11,500;  and  Participant  F  was  en¬ 
titled  to  purchase  1,000  shares  in  an  an¬ 
nual  reallocation  and  F  was  the  <mly  ^ 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  4,  1975 


40886 


NOTICES 


Participant  entitled  to  purchase  shares, 

F  would  purchase  l,000/18,500ths  of 
1,000  shares  from  A,  1,500/18, SOOths  of 
1,000  shares  frcHn  B,  If  F  elected  only 
to  piurhase  500  shares,  F  would  pur¬ 
chase  l,000/18,500ths  of  500  shares  fnmi 
A,  l,500/18,500ths  of  500  shares  fnHn  B, 
etc. 

It  is  believed  that  while  the  oppor¬ 
tunity  to  purchase  stock  would  be  an 
incentive  to  expanded  depository  par¬ 
ticipation,  the  obll^Uon  to  purchase 
stock  would  be  a  disincentive  to  such 
participation.  The  decision  reflected  In 
the  preceding  paragraph  Is  due  to  this 
conclusion.  As  a  result  thereof  excess 
stock  held  by  a  participant  and  not  pur¬ 
chased  by  others  would  remain  In  Its 
hands,  there  being  no  other  person  to 
purchase  it. 

7.  Allocation  in. the  Event  of  a  Hold¬ 
er's  Insolvency.  No  stock  certiflcates  will 
be  held  by  stockholders;  rather  one  cer- 
tiflcate  will  be  held  by  DTC  and  the  in¬ 
terest  of  each  stockholder  will  be  re¬ 
flected  on  the  books  of  DTC.  If  an  owner 
of  DTC  stock  becomes  insolvent.  Its 
stock  will  upon  the  event  of  Insolvency  be 
deemed  transferred  to  all  other  then 
holders  of  stock  in  proportim  to  their 
then  ownership.  Upon  discovery  of  in¬ 
solvency,  DTC  will  effect  a  book-entry 
transfer  of  the  shares  from  the  account 
of  the  ins(dvent  pro  rata  to  the  accoimts 
of  all  the  then  stockholders  pro  rata 
in  accordance  with  their  then  interests 
and  paym^t  will  be  required  to  be  made 
by  the  transferees  to  the  insolvent’s 
estate  at  a  price  per  share  equal  to  the 
book  value  per  share  as  of  the  end  of  the 
preceding  calendar  year. 

8.  Problems  In  Respect  Of  Non-Adop¬ 
tion  of  Amended  Version  of  UCC  Section 
8-102i3)  by  All  States.  Section  8-102(3) 
of  the  Uniform  Commercial  Code  has 
been  amended  in  42  states  to  provide  for 
ownership  of  DTC  stock  by  persons  other 
than  a  national  seciudties  exchange  or 
association.  The  amendment  has  not 
been  enacted  in  Alabama,  District  of 
Columbia,  Idaho,  Louisiana,  Montana, 
West  Virginia,  Oklahoma,  Vermont  and 
Wisconsin,  but  has  been  introduced  in 
the  last  three  states  named.  Ihough  we 
expect  further  enactments  will  occur  in 
1975,  it  is  certain  that  the  amendment 
will  not  be  adopted  in  all  jurisdictions 
prior  to  1976. 

In  February  1974  DTC  circulated  a 
memorandum  to  all  DTC  Participants, 
Pledgees  and  Issuers  of  DTC  Eligible  Se¬ 
curities  regarding  the  problems  which 
might  arise  as  a  result  of  the  sale  of  DTC 
capital  stock  by  the  Exchange  prior  to 
the  adoption  of  the  amendment  to  §  8- 
102(3)  in  all  jurisdictions.  The  Memo¬ 
randum  states  that  DTC  cannot  guar¬ 
antee  that  Participants  and  Pledgees  will 
be  fully  protected  in  respect  of  book- 
entry  transfers  and  pledges  in  the  event 
of  a  stock  sale  prior  to  the  adoptimi  of 
the  amendment  by  all  states. 

At  this  time  DTC  does  not  conduct 
business  in  states  other  than  New  York. 
We  believe  that  the  fact  that  two  De¬ 
pository  Facilities  are  located  in  non- 


ad<^lng  states  is  Irrelevant  since  securi¬ 
ties  dQX)slted  with  Depository  Facilities 
are  immediate  sent  to  DTC  in  New 
York.  Moreover,  we  believe  that  the  fact 
that  some  Participants  are  located  in 
non-adopting  states  is  irrelevant  as  their 
location,  per  se,  should  not  require  the 
application  of  the  law  of  that  jiuisdic- 
tlon. 

We  have  been  advised  by  couns^  that, 
while  there  is  no  ctmcluslve  judicial 
precedent,  it  believes  that  a  court  should 
hold  that  (D  the  applicable  law  in  re¬ 
spect  of  a  book-entry  transfer  of  securi¬ 
ties  of  issuers  organized  in  non-adopting 
states  would  be  the  law  governing  the 
transaction,  which  the  parties  would  be 
able  to  designate,  rather  than  the  law 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  issuer’s  incorpora¬ 
tion  and  (li)  the  aiH>licable  law  In  re¬ 
spect  of  pledges  would  be  the  law  of  the 
jurisdiction  where  the  physical  securi¬ 
ties  are  located — ^l.e.  New  York. 

9.  Rationale  for  Cumulative  Voting. 
The  provision  for  cumulative  voting  pro¬ 
vides  groups  of  minority  stockhcdders 
with  an  opportunity  to  elect  scmie  mem¬ 
bers  (ff  the  DTC  Board  of  Directors.  It 
prevents  one  or  more  owners  with  over 
50  percent  of  the  stock  from  electing  aU 
dlTMtors. 

10.  Limited  Dividends.  A  limitation  on 
dividends  payable  to  stockholders  was 
fixed  at  6  percent  to  reflect  the  policy 
that  the  d^)06ltory  should  minimize 
rather  than  maximize  charges  to  its  Par¬ 
ticipants,  but  at  the  same  time  offer  some 
incentive  to '  Participants  to  purchase 
their  stock  entitlements. 

6.  Burden  on  Competition.  None. 
Within  35  days  of  the  date  of  publica¬ 
tion  of  this  notice  in  the  Federal  Regis¬ 
ter,  or  within  such  longer  period  (1)  as 
the  Commission  may  designate  up  to  90 
days  of  such  date  if  it  finds  such  longer 
period  to  be  appropriate  and  publishes 
its  reasons  for  so  finding  m:  (ID  as  to 
which  the  above-m^tloned  self -regula¬ 
tory  organization  consents,  the  Commis¬ 
sion  will: 

(A)  By  order  approve  such  proposed 
rule  change,  or 

(B)  Institute  proceedings  to  determine 
whether  the  proposed  rule  change  should 
be  disapproved. 

Interested  persons  are  Invited  to  sub¬ 
mit  written  data,  views  and  arguments 
concerning  the  foregoing.  Persons  desir¬ 
ing  to  make  written  submissions  should 
file  6  copies  thereof  with  the  Secretary 
of  the  Commission,  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission,  Washington,  D.C. 
20549.  Copies  of  the  filing  with  respect  to 
the  foregoing  and  of  all  written  submis¬ 
sions  will  be  available  for  inspection  in 
the  Public  Reference  Room,  1100  L 
Street,  N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  Copies  of 
such  filing  will  also  be  available  for  in¬ 
spection  at  the  principal  office  of  the 
above-mentioned  self -regulatory  orga¬ 
nization.  All  submissions  should  refer  to 
the  file  number  referenced  in  the  caption 
above  and  should  be  submitted  within 
three  weeks  after  the  date  of  this  pub¬ 
lication. 


For  the  Commlssi<m,  by  the  Division 
of  Market  Regulation,  pursuant  to  dele¬ 
gated  authority.^ 

[seal]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

August  27.  1975. 

IFR  Doc.76-23375  PUed  9-3-76:8:46  am] 


[PUe  No.  600-1] 

VALHl,  INC. 

Suspension  of  Trading 

August  25, 1975. 

It  appearing  to  tire  Securities  and  Ex¬ 
change  Commission  that  the  summary 
suspension  of  trading  in  the  common 
stock  of  Valhi,  Inc.  being  traded  other¬ 
wise  than  on  a  naticmal  securities  ex¬ 
change  is  required  in  the  public  Interest 
and  for  the  protection  of  investcms; 

Therefore,  pursuant  to  Section  12  (k) 

(ff  the  Securities  Exchange  Act  of  1934, 
trading  in  such  securities  otherwise  than 
on  a  national  securities  exchange  Is  sus¬ 
pended,  for  the  period  from  12:50  p.m. 
(e.d.t.)  on  August  25, 1975  through  mid¬ 
night  (e.d.t.)  (m  September  3. 1975.  - 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  George  A.  Fitzsimmons, 
Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-23374  PUed  9-8-75;8:46  am] 

WATER  RESOURCES  COUNCIL 
PRIVACY  ACT  OF  1974 
Notice  of  Systems  of  Records 
Correction 

In  FR  Doc.  75-22544  appearing  at  page 
39231  in  the  issue  of  Wednesday,  August 
27,  1975,  the  date  '^September  26,  1975’* 
should  be  inserted  in  the  second  line  of 
the  second  paragraph. 

DEPARTMENT  OF  LABOR 
Office  of  the  Secretary 
ITA-W-126] 

AMERADA  HESS  OIL 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

On  August  25, 1975,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  p^ition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  ’Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act’’)  by  the  Oil,  Chemical  and 
Atixnic  Workers  Union,  on  behalf  of  the 
workers  and  former  workers  of  State 
Street,  First  Reserve  and  Secwid  Reserve 
Terminals  of  Amerada  Hess  Oil,  Wood- 
bridge,  New  Jersey  (TA-W-125).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
’Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 


1  Exhibits  filed  as  part  of  the  original  docu¬ 
ments. 
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The  pui’pofie  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  oil  products 
includhig  gasoline  and  heating  oil  pro¬ 
duced  by  Amerada  Hess  Oil,  or  an  appro¬ 
priate  subdivision  thereof  have  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  an  absolute  decline 
in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  will  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 
the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  imder  Title  II,  Chapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CPR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  15, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  Inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.  this  25th 
day  of  Augiist  1975. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.75-23423  Filed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 

[TA-W-1191 

ANACONDA  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust* 
ment  Assistance 

On  August  25, 1975,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  .filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Anaconda  Wire  and  Cable 
Division,  Hastir^s  on  Hudson,  New  York 
of  Anaconda  Company,  New  York,  New 
York  (TA-W-119) .  Accordingly,  the  Act¬ 
ing  Director,  Office  of  Trade  A^ustment 
Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  has  Instituted  an  investi¬ 
gation  as  provided  in  Section  221(a)  of 
the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  Imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  copper  wire  and 
cables  produced  by  Anaconda  Company, 
or  an  appropriate  subdivision  thereof 
have  contributed  Importantly  to  an  ab¬ 


solute  decline  in  sales  or  production,  or 
both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to 
the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  niunber  or 
proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  Hie  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  sepiarations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n, 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  C?FR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CPR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a  sub¬ 
stantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter  of 
the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  15,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

IPR  Doc.75-23424  Piled  9-3-75;8:45  am] 

[TA-W-120] 

BEKAERT  STEEL  WIRE  CORP. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

On  August  25, 1975,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under  Sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974  (“the 
Act”)  by  the  International  Union  of  Elec¬ 
trical,  Radio  and  Machine  Workers,  on 
behalf  of  the  workers  and  former  work¬ 
ers  of  Bekaert  Steel  Wire  Corporation, 
Rome,  Georgia  (TA-W-120) .  According¬ 
ly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  In¬ 
ternational  Labor  Affairs,  has  Instituted 
an  Investigation  as  provided  in  Section 
221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  Investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  bead  wire,  .tire 
cord,  and  hose  wire  produced  by  Bekaert 
Steel  Wire  Corporation,  or  an  appro¬ 
priate  subdivision  thereof  have  contrib¬ 
uted  importantly  to  an  absolute  decline 
in  sales  or  production,  or  both,  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the  actual  or 
threatened  total  or  partial  separation  of 
a  significant  number  or  proportion  of  the 
workers  of  such  firm  or  subdivision.  The 
investigation  wlU  further  relate,  as  ap¬ 
propriate,  to  the  determination  of  the 
date  on  which  total  or  partial  separa¬ 
tions  began  or  threatened  to  begin  and 


the  subdivision  of  the  firm  involved.  A 
group  meeting  the  eligibility  require¬ 
ments  of  Section  222  of  the  Act  will  be 
certified  as  dlglble  to  iwply  for  adjust¬ 
ment  assistance  under  Title  n,  CSiapter 
2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with  the  pro¬ 
visions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  In  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  is 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
September  15,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  Uiis  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 

Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[PR  Doc.75-23426  Piled  9-3-75;8:45  am| 


lTA-W-123] 

CLAROSTAT  VIRGINIA,  INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 

EligibHity  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

On  August  25,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Clarostat  Virginia,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  Orange,  Virginia,  a  subdivision  of 
Clarostat  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc., 
Dover,  New  Hampshire  (TA-W-123). 
Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  Investigation  as  provided  in  Sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  electronic  parts 
produced  by  Clarostat  Virginia,  Incorpo¬ 
rated,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  production, 
or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and 
to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or  par¬ 
tial  separation  of  a  significant  number 
or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  Investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threaten¬ 
ed  to  begin  anij  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  ai^y 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFTl 
Part  90. 
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Pursttant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  oUier  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  In  the  subject  mat¬ 
ter  of  the  investigation  may  request  a 
public  hearing,  provided  such  request  1& 
filed  in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director, 
Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance, 
at  the  address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
September  13,  1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
.Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjvist- 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  Interna¬ 
tional  Labor  Affaire,  U.S.  Department  of 
Labor,  3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave., 
N.W.,  Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Dohunic  Sorreniino, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.75-23426  Piled  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1181 

JAYSON  SHOE  MANUFACTURING  CO., 

INC. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

On  August  25, 1975,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  on  behalf  of  the  workers 
and  former  workers  of  Jayson  Shoe 
Manufacturing  Company,  Inc.,  Birch 
Tree,  Missouri  (TA-W— 118).  According¬ 
ly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade 
A^ustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  In¬ 
ternational  Labor  Affairs,  has  instituted 
an  investlgration  as  provided  in  Section 
221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  Infants  and 
children’s  footwear  produced  by  Jayson 
Shoe  Manufacturing  Company,  Inc.  or  an 
appropriate  subdivision  thereof  have 
contributed  Importantly  to  an  absolute 
decline  in  sales  or  production,  or  both, 
of  such  firm  or  subdivision  and  to  the 
actual  or  threatened  total  or  partial 
separation  of  a  significant  number  or 
proportiOTi  of  the  workers  of  such  firm 
or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the  de¬ 
termination  of  the  date  on  which  total  or 
partial  separations  began  or  threatened 
to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the  firm 
Involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligibility 
requirements  of  Section  222  of  the  Act 
will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply  for 
adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  Interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  fQed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  ^own  below,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  15, 1975. 


The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  IntematKmal 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constltuticni  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

[FR  Doc.75-23427  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


[TA-W-1241 

JOHANSEN  BROTHERS  SHOE  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 


On  August  25, 1975,  the  Department  of 
Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder  Sec¬ 
tion  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  Boot  and  Shoe  Work¬ 
ers  Union,  on  bdialf  of  the  workers  and 
former  workers  of  Johansen  Brothers 
Shoe  Company,  St.  Louis,  Missouri  (TA¬ 
W-124).  Accordli^ly,  the  Acting  Direc¬ 
tor,  Office  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assist¬ 
ance.  Bureau  of  International  Labor  Af¬ 
fairs,  has  Instituted  an  investigation  as 
provided  in  Section  221(a)  of  the  Act 
and  29  CFR  90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  lnvestigati(m  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  (ff  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  women’s  foot¬ 
wear  produced  by  Johansen  Brothers 
Shoe  Company,  or  an  appropriate  sub¬ 
division  thereof  have  contributed  impor¬ 
tantly  to  an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or 
production,  (xc  both,  of  such  firm  or  sub¬ 
division  and  to  the  actual  or  threatened 
total  or  partial  separation  of  a  significant 
number  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of 
such  firm  or  subdivision.  The  investiga¬ 
tion  will  further  relate,  as  appropriate, 
to  the  determination  of  the  date  on 
which  total  or  partial  separations  began 
or  threatened  to  begin  and  the  subdivi¬ 
sion  of  the  firm  Involved.  A  group  meet¬ 
ing  the  eligibility  requirements  of  Section 
222  of  the  Act  will  be  certified  as  eligi¬ 
ble  to  apply  for  adjustment  assistance 
under  Title  n.  Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in 
accordance  with  the  pro^ions  of  Sub¬ 
part  B  of  29  CFR  Part  90, 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shown  below,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  15, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  'Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance;  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  UB.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 
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[TA-W-1211 

MURATA  MANUFACTURING  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eli^Mlity  To  Ap^  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

On  Augiist  25,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  imder 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Murata  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  Rockmart,  Georgia  (TA-W-121). 
Accordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau 
of  International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  resistors  pro¬ 
duced  by  Murata  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  produc¬ 
tion,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision 
and  to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  or 
partial  separation  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  (ff  such 
firm  or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  Involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  eligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  under  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Subpart  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showing  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  Investigation  may  request  a  pub¬ 
lic  hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed 
in  writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Of¬ 
fice  of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistaiice,  at 
the  address  shown  below,  on  or  before 
September  15, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  oi  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.8.  Department  of  La¬ 
bor,  3rd  8t.  and  ConstltuUon  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

Signed  at  Washington,  DC.,  this  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 
Acting  Director.  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

IFB  DOO.7&-23430  Hied  9-3-76:8:46  am] 


Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 
[FR  Doc.75-23428  FUed  9-3-75:8:45  am] 


lTA-W-1221 

KAY-TOWNES  ANTENNA  CO. 

Investigation  Regarding  Certification  of 
Eligibility  To  Apply  for  Worker  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance 

On  August  25,  1975,  the  Department 
of  Labor  received  a  petition  filed  under 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Trade  Act  of  1974 
(“the  Act”)  by  the  International  Union 
of  Electrical,  Radio  and  Machine  Work¬ 
ers,  on  behalf  of  the  workers  and  former 
workers  of  Kay-Townes  Antenna  Com¬ 
pany,  Rome,  Georgia  (TA-W-122).  Ac¬ 
cordingly,  the  Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  Bureau  of 
International  Labor  Affairs,  has  insti¬ 
tuted  an  investigation  as  provided  in 
Section  221(a)  of  the  Act  and  29  CFR 
90.12. 

The  purpose  of  the  investigation  is  to 
determine  whether  absolute  or  relative 
increases  of  imports  of  articles  like  or 
directly  competitive  with  television  an¬ 
tennas  and  related  electronic  parts  pro¬ 
duced  by  Kay-Townes  Antenna  Com¬ 
pany,  or  an  appropriate  subdivision 
thereof  have  contributed  importantly  to 
an  absolute  decline  in  sales  or  produc¬ 
tion,  or  both,  of  such  firm  or  subdivision 
and  to  the  actual  or  threatened  total  of 
partial  separation  of  a  significant  num¬ 
ber  or  proportion  of  the  workers  of  such 
firm  or  subdivision.  The  investigation  will 
further  relate,  as  appropriate,  to  the 
determination  of  the  date  on  which  total 
or  partial  separations  began  or  threat¬ 
ened  to  begin  and  the  subdivision  of  the 
firm  involved.  A  group  meeting  the  eligi¬ 
bility  requirements  of  Section  222  of  the 
Act  will  be  certified  as  dligible  to  apply 
for  adjustment  assistance  imder  Title  n. 
Chapter  2,  of  the  Act  In  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  Sul^rt  B  of  29  CFR 
Part  90. 

Pursuant  to  29  CFR  90.13,  the  peti¬ 
tioner  or  any  other  person  showi^  a 
substantial  interest  in  the  subject  matter 
of  the  investigation  may  request  a  public 
hearing,  provided  such  request  is  filed  in 
writing  with  the  Acting  Director,  Office 
of  Trade  Adjustment  Assistance,  at  the 
address  shqwn  below,  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  15, 1975. 

The  petition  filed  in  this  case  is  avail¬ 
able  for  inspection  at  the  Office  of  the 
Acting  Director,  Office  of  Trade  Adjust¬ 
ment  Assistance,  Bureau  of  International 
Labor  Affairs,  U.S.  Department  of  Labor, 
3rd  St.  and  Constitution  Ave.,  N.W., 
Washington,  D.C.  20210. 

*  Signed  at  Washington,  D.C.,  this  25th 
day  of  August  1975. 

Dominic  Sorrentino, 
Acting  Director,  Office  of 
Trade  Adjustment  Assistance. 

(FR  Doc.76-23429  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 
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INTERSTATE  COMMERCE 
COMMISSION 

INotloe  No.  846] 

ASSIGNMENT  OF  HEARINGS 

August  29,  1975, 

Cases  assigned  for  hearing,  postpone¬ 
ment,  cancellation  or  oral  argument  ap¬ 
pear  below  and  will  be  published  only 
once.  This  list  contains  prospective  as¬ 
signments  only  and  does  not  include 
cases  previously  assigned  hearing  dates. 
The  hearings  will  be  on  the  Issues  as 
presently  reflected  In  the  Official  Docket 
of  the  Commission.  An  attempt  will  be 
made  to  publish  notices  of  cancellation 
of  hearings  as  promptly  as  possible,  but 
Interested  parties  should  take  appropri¬ 
ate  steps  to  Insure  that  they  are  notified 
of  cancellation  or  postponements  of 
hearings  in  which  they  are  Interested. 

MC  100666  Sub  298,  Melton  Truck  Lines,  Inc., 
MO  106497  Sub  118,  ParkblU  Truck  Com¬ 
pany.  a  Corporation,  MC  119700  Sub  28, 
Steel  Haulers,  Ino.,  MC  120257  Sub  24,  K.  L. 
Breeden  &  Sons,  Inc.,  and  MC  123407  Sub 
243,  Sawyer  Transport,  Inc.,  now  being  as¬ 
signed  September  18,  1975,  (2  days),  at 
Birmingham,  Alabama,  In  Room  345,  UB. 
Courthouse,  1800  5th  Avenue  North. 

MO  114818  Sub  17,  Motor  Cargo,  now  as¬ 
signed  September  15,  1975  at  Carson  City, 
Nevada,  is  postponed  Indefinitely. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary, 

[FR  Doc.75-23461  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  70] 

MOTOR  CARRIER,  BROKER,  WATER  CAR¬ 
RIER  AND  FREIGHT  FORWARDER  APPLI¬ 
CATIONS 

^  August  29,  1975. 
The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  Special  Rule  1100  247  ‘  of  the 
Commission’s  general  rules  of  practice 
(49  CFR,  as  amended) ,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  Issue  of  Aiudl  20,  1900. 
effective  May  20,  1966,  These  rules  pro¬ 
vide,  among  other  things,  that  a  protest 
to  the  granting  of  an  application  must 
be  filed  with  the  Commission  within  30 
days  after  date  of  notice  of  filing  of  the 
apsffication  is  published  in  the  Federal 
Register.  Failure  seasonably  to  file  a  pro¬ 
test  will  be  construed  as  a  waiver  of  op¬ 
position  and  participation  In  the  pro¬ 
ceeding.  A  protest  under  these  rules 
should  comply  with  section  247(d)  (3)  of 
the  rules  of  practice  which  requires  that 
It  set  forth  specifically  the  groimds  upon 
which  it  is  made,  contain  a  detailed 
stat^nent  of  protestant’s  interest  in  the 
proceeding  (including  a  copy  of  the 
_specific  portions  of  its  authority  which 
~  Protestant  believes  to  be  in  conflict  with 
that  sought  In  the  application,  and  de¬ 
scribing  in  detail  the  method — whether 
by  joinder,  interline,  or  other  means — by 
which  Protestant  would  use  such  author¬ 
ity  to  provide  all  or  part  of  the  service 
proposed) ,  and  shall  specify  with  partic- 


1  Copies  of  ^>eclal  Rule  247  (as  amended) 
can  be  obtained  by  writing  to  the  Secretary, 
Interstate  Oommeroe  Commission,  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  20423. 


ularity  the  facts,  matters,  and  things  re¬ 
lied  uixm.  but  shall  not  Include  issues  or 
allegations  phrased  generally.  Protests 
not  In  reasonable  compliance  with  the 
requirements  of  the  rules  may  be  re¬ 
jected.  The  original  and  one  (1)  c<«)y  of 
the  protest  shall  be  filed  with  the  Com¬ 
mission,  and  a  copy  shall  be  served  con¬ 
currently  up(m  applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive,  or  applicant  if  no  representative  is 
named.  If  the  protest  includes  a  request 
for  oral  hearing,  such  requests  shall  meet 
the  requirements  of  section  247(d)  (4)  of 
the  special  rules,  and  shall  include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

Section  247(f)  of  the  Commission’s 
rules  of  practice  further  provides  that 
each  applicant  shall,  if  protests  to  its  ap¬ 
plication  have  been  filed,  and  on  or  be¬ 
fore  November  24, 1975,  notify  the  (Com¬ 
mission  in  writing  (1)  that  it  Is  ready  to 
proceed  and  prosecute  the  application, 
or  (2)  that  it  wishes  to  withdraw  the  ap- 
phcation,  failure  in  which  the  applica¬ 
tion  will  be  dismissed  by  the  Cominlssion. 

Further  processing  steps  (whether 
modified  procedure,  oral  hearing,  or 
other  procedures)  will  be  determined 
generally  In  accordance  with  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  general  policy  statement  con¬ 
cerning  motor  carriCT  licensing  proce¬ 
dures,  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
issue  of  May  3,  1966.  This  assignment 
will  be  by  Commission  order  which  will 
be  served  on  each  party  of  record. 
Broadening  amendments  will  not  be  ac¬ 
cepted  after  the  date  of  this  publication 
except  for  good  cause  shown,  and  restric¬ 
tive  amendments  will  not  be  entertained 
following  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register  of  a  notice  that  the  proceeding 
has  been  assigned  for  oral  hearing. 
Evidence  respecting  how  equipment  Is 
expected  to  be  returned  to  an  origin 
point,  as  well  as  other  data  relating  to 
operational  feasibility  (including  the 
need  for  dead-head  operations) .  must  be 
presented  as  part  of  an  applicant’s  ini¬ 
tial  evldmtia^  presentation  (either  at 
oral  heating  or  In  its  opening  verified 
statement  under  the  modified  proce¬ 
dure)  with  respect  to  all  applications 
filed  on  or  after  December  1,  1973. 

If  an  applicant  states  in  Its  Initial  evi¬ 
dentiary  presentation  that  empty  or 
partially  empty  vehicle  movements  will 
result  upon  a  grant  of  its  ai^lication, 
applicant  will  be  expected  (1)  to  specify 
the  extent  of  such  empty  operations,  by 
mileages  and  the  number  of  vehicles, 
that  would  be  incurred,  and  (2)  to  des¬ 
ignate  where  such  empty  vehicle  opera¬ 
tions  will  be  conducted. 

Each  applicant  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application. 

No,  MC  2135  (Sub-No.  12),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Apptllcant:  D.  J.  Mc- 
NICHOL  CO.,  6951  Norwltch  Drive,  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pa.  19153.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Harold  P.  Boss,  1100  17th 
Street  NW..  Washington,  D.C.  20036. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
foods,  commodities,  and  equipment  as 


are  used  in  connection  vith  the  opera¬ 
tion  of  cafeterias,  from  points  in  (Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware.  A^iryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  (Co¬ 
lumbia  to  the  IMstributlon  Center  and 
other  facilities  of  ARA  Services,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  in  Philadeljphia,  Pa.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  ARA 
Services,  Inc. 

Note. — Ck>iimion  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Philadel¬ 
phia,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2642  (Sub-No.  4)  (Correction) , 
filed  July  21,  1975,  published  In  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register  issue  of  August  14,  1975, 
republished  as  corrected  this  issue.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  STANDARD  TRANSPORTA¬ 
TION  CO.,  INC,,  290  Armistice  Boule¬ 
vard,  Pawtucket,  RJ.  02861.  Apiplicant’s 
representative:  Randall  D.  Weis,  c/o 
Drackett  Products  Company,  5020  ^rtng 
Grove  Avenue,  Cincinnati,  Ohio  45232. 
Authority  sought  to  oi>erate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transpxirting;  Such  Mer¬ 
chandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  re¬ 
tail,  chain  grocery,  and  food  business 
houses,  restricted  against  the  transpx>r- 
tation  of  commodities  in  bulk,  between 
the  plantsites  of  Saylesville  Warehouse, 
Inc.,  located  in  Saylesville.  Ashton,  and 
Pawtucket,  RJ.,  <xi  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  pxiints  in  New  Hampshire. 

Note. — ^Tho  priupose  of  this  republlcatlon 
la  to  correct  the  restriction  In  this  proceed¬ 
ing.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap>- 
pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Boston, 
Mass,  or  Providence,  R.I. 

No.  MC  2765  (Sub-No.  33) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11, 1975.  AppUcant:  SQUARE  DEAL 
CARTAGE  (X>.,  a  Corpwratlon,  13401 
Eldon  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mich.  48234.  Ai>- 
piloant’s  representative:  Eugene  C. 
Ewald,  100  West  Long  Lake  Road,  Suite 
102,  Bloomfield  HlUs,  Mich.  48013.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transpxjTting:  Motor  vehicles,  in 
secondary  movements,  in  truckaway 
service,  from  Wilmington,  Del.,  to  px^ts 
in  Indiana  and  Michigan. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  2900  (Sub-No.  277)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  July  21,  1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  August  14, 
1975,  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  RYDER  TRUCK  LINES, 
INC.,  2050  Kings  Road,  P.O.  Box  2408, 
Jacksonville,  Fla.  32209.  Applicant’s  rep>- 
resentative:  S.  E.  Somers,  Jr.  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  (Classes 
A  and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as 
defined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment)  ,  Serving  Waynesboro,  Miss,,  as  an 
off -route  point  in  connection  with  appli¬ 
cant’s  presently  authorized  re^ar 
routes. 

Note. — The  purp>ose  of  this  republlcatlon  ’ 
Is  to  Indicate  the  service  sought  Is  to 
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Waynesboro,  Miss.,  In  lieu  of  W’aynesboro, 
Mass.,  as  previously  published.  Ck>miuon  con¬ 
trol  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
either  at  Jackson,  Miss.,  Birmingham,  Ala., 
or  Washhigton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  3978  (Sub-No.  6),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHEER 

TRANSFER  CO.,  P.O.  Box  137,  New 
Haven,  Mo.  63068.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Herman  W.  Huber,  101  East  High 
Street,  Jefferson  Chty,  Mo.  65101.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value, 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  household  goods  as  defined 
by  the  Commission),  (1)  between  Her¬ 
mann,  Mo.,  and  junction  Missouri 
County  Road  D  and  Missouri  Highway 
94:  Prom  Hermann,  Mo.,  over  Missouri 
Highway  19  to  junction  Missouri  High¬ 
way  94,  thence  over  Missouri  Highway 
94  to  junction  Callaway  County  Route 
CC,  thence  over  Callaway  County  Route 
CC  to  jimction  Callaway  County  Route 
O,  thence  over  Callaway  County  Route  O 
to  junction  Callaway  County  Route  D, 
thence  over  Callaway  County  Route  D 
to  junction  Missouri  Highway  94,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  routes,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  McKittrick, 
Rhineland,  Portland,  Steedman,  and  Re¬ 
form,  Mo.:  and  (2)  between  Hermann, 
Mo.,  and  the  plant  site  and  facilities  of 
Union  Electric  Company,  located  at  or 
near  Reform,  Mo.:  Prom  Hermann,  Mo., 
over  Missouri  Highway  19  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  70,  thence  over  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  70  to  junction  Calla¬ 
way  County  Route  D,  thence  over  Cal¬ 
laway  Coimty  Route  D  to  junction  Cal¬ 
laway  County  Route  O,  thence  over 
Callaway  County  Route  O  to  junction 
Callaway  County  Route  CC,  thence  over 
Callaway  County  Route  CC  to  the  plant 
site  and  facilities  of  Union  Electric  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  or  near  Reform,  Mo., 
and  return  over  the  same  routes,  serving 
the  off-route  points  of  McKittrick, 
Rhineland,  Portland,  Steedman,  and  Re¬ 
form,  Mo. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Jefferson 
City,  or  St.  Louis,  Mo. 

No.  MC  14251  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  COLUMBUS 
RETAIL  MERCiHANTS  DELIVERY, 
INC.,  3275  Alum  Chreek  Drive,  Columbus, 
Ohio  43207.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  P.  McMahon,  100  East  Broad  Street, 
Columbus,  Ohio  43215.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Such  commodities  as  are  dealt  in 
by  gasoline  service  stations  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk) ,  from  points  in  Frank¬ 
lin  Coimty,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Boone, 
Campbell,  and  Kenton  Counties,  Ky. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Columbus, 
Ohio. 

No.  MC  19227  (Sub-No.  219),  med 
July  31,  1975.  Applicant:  LEONARD 
BROS.  TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
52062,  2515  N.W.  20th  St.,  Miami,  Fla. 


33152.  Applicant’s  representative:  J. 
Fred  Dewhurst  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Buildings, 
prefabricated  metal,  knocked,  down  or  in 
sections,  including  all  component  parts, 
materials,  supplies,  fixtures,  used  in  the 
construction  or  erection  of  prefabricated 
metal  buildings,  from  LaGrange,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Maryland, 
Mississippi,  North  Carolina,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  South  Carohna,  Tennessee,  West 
Virginia,  and  Virginia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  19550  (Sub-No.  4),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7, 1975.  Applicant:  THE  OBSERVER 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  a 
Corporation,  1600  West  Independence 
Boulevard,  Charlotte,  N.C,  28208.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Warren  A,  Goff, 
2008  Clark  Tower,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38137. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  unus¬ 
ual  value,  commodities  in  bulk,  commod¬ 
ities  requiring-  special  equipment  and 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission),  restricted  to  packages  not  to 
exceed  100  pounds  in  weight:  and  (2) 
fresh  cut  flowers,  decorative  greens,  and 
live  potted  plants,  when  moving  at  the 
same  time  and  in  the  same  vehicle  with 
commodities  the  transportation  of  which 
is  subject  to  economic  regulations,  be¬ 
tween  Charlotte,  N.C.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Ashe,  Alle¬ 
ghany,  Stokes,  Forsyth,  Rockingham, 
Guilford,  Randolph,  Caswell,  Alamance, 
Chatham,  Lee,  Harnett,  Person,  Orange, 
Durham,  Wake,  Johnston,  Granville, 
Vance,  Franklin,  Nash,  and  Wilson 
Counties,  N.C.,  and  Union,  Greenville, 
Spartanburg,  and  Anderson,  S.C. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcaut  requests  it  be  held  at  Char¬ 
lotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  25798  (Sub-No.  275),  filed 
July  li;  1975.  Applicant:  CHjAY  HYDER 
TRUCKING  LINES,  INC.,  Post  Office 
Box  1186,  Aubumdale,  Fla.  33823.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Tony  G.  Russell 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Perishable  pudding, 
from  Menomonie,  Wis.,  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  Florida,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
and  South  Carolina:  (2)  slate,  from 
Middle  Granville,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida:  (3)  ceramic  bathroom  accessories, 
from  Trenton,  N.J.,  to  points  in  Florida: 
and  (4)  tape,,  from  Emigville,  Pa.,  to 
points  in  Florida. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Tampa  or  Or¬ 
lando,  Fla. 

No.  MC  30844  (Sub-No.  549) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1975.  Applicant:  KROBLIN  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  XPRESS,  INC.,  2125 
Commercial  Street,  P.O.  Box  5000, 
Waterloo,  Iowa  50702.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  P.  Rhodes  (same  ad¬ 


dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Materials  used  in  the  manufactur¬ 
ing  of  glass  aquariums,  aquarium  acces¬ 
sories,  household  pet  cages,  pet  supplies 
and  equipment,  from  points  in  the 
United  Stotes  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii,  and  New  Jersey)  to  the  plantsites 
and  storage  facilities  used  by  Meta¬ 
frame  Corp.  located  at  Elmwood  Park 
and  Maj^wood,  N.J.,  restricted  to  traffic 
destined  to  the  named  plantsites  and 
storage  facilities. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  does  not  specify  location. 

No.  MC  30884  (Sub-No.  21),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1975.  Applicant;  JACK  CXXJPER 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  3501  Man¬ 
chester  Trafficway,  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
64129.  Applicant’s  representative:  War¬ 
ren  A.  Goff,  2008  Clark  Tower,  5100 
Poplar  Avenue,  Memphis,  Tenn.  38137. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con- 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Motor 
vehicles  (except  trailers) ,  in  initial  move¬ 
ments,  in  truckaway  service,  from  the 
plants  of  General  Motors  Corporation, 
located  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in 
Ohio,  with  no  transportation  for  com¬ 
pensation  on  return  except  as  otherwise 
authorized,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  General  Motors 
CoiTxiration. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo.,  or 
Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  30887  (Sub-No.  219),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  SHIPLEY 
TRANSFER,  INC.,  1550  E.  Patapsco  Ave¬ 
nue,  Baltimore,  Md.  21225.  Applicant's 
representative;  Theodore  Polydoroff, 
1250  Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Suite  600, 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Natural  latex,  in  bulk,  from  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  to  Troy,  Ala. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  41849  (Sub-No.  35),  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  KEIGHTLEY 
BROS.  INC.,  1601  South  39th  Street,  St. 
Louis,  Mo.  63110.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Robert  KeighUey  (same  address  as 
applicant) .  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Ag¬ 
gregate,  (1)  from  points  in  Lonoke  and 
Rittenden  Counties,  Ark.,  to  points  In 
Illinois,  Indiana,  and  Missouri:  and  (2) 
from  points  in  Appanoose  County,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  St.  Louis  CTounty,  Mo.,  and 
points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo.-East  St. 
Louis,  Ill.,  Commercial  Zone. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  42828  (Sub-No.  9),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  THEODORE 
ROSSI  ’TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  9  South 
Vine  Street,  Barre,  Vt  05641.  Api^lcant’a 
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representative:  James  Conner,  431  Keith 
Avenue,  Akron,  Ohio  44313.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Malt  beverages,  from 
Syracuse,  N.Y.,  to  Barre,  Vt. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Barre, 
Vt. 

No.  MC  44875  (Sub-No.  5) .  filed  July  7, 
1975.  Applicant:  KNIGHT’S  EXPRESS  & 
WAREHOUSE,  INC.,  Industrial  Drive, 
Coventry,  R.I.  02816.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Russell  B.  CJumett,  P.O.  Box 
366,  826  Orleans  Road,  Harwich,  Mass. 
02645.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 
commodities  as  are  dealt  in  by  retail  de¬ 
partment  stores  and  mail  order  houses. 
In  retail  delivery  service,  between  points 
In  Rhode  Island,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Providence, 
B.I.,  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  47583  (Sub-No.  24).  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  TOTJiTE 
PREIGHTWAYS,  INC.,  41  Lyons  Ave., 
Kansas  Ci^,  Kans.  66118.  Applicant’s 
representative:  D.  S.  Hults,  P.O.  Box  225, 
Lawrence,  Kans.  66044.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fibrous  glass  products  and  mate¬ 
rials,  mineral  wool,  mineral  wool  prod¬ 
ucts  and  materials,  insulated  air  ducts, 
insulating  products  and  materials,  from 
the  plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of 
Certain-Teed  Products  Corporation/CSG 
Group,  located  at  Kansas  City,  Kans., 
and  the  storage  facilities  of  Certain-Teed 
Products  Corporation/CSG  Group,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Pauline.  Kans.,  to  points  in 
Texas. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
It  a  hecirlng  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  51146  (Sub-No.  435)  (Correc¬ 
tion),  filed  Jime  30,  1975,  published  in 
the  Federai.  Register  issue  of  July  31, 
1975,  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
AppUcant:  SCHNEIDER  TRANSPORT. 
INC.,  2661  South  Broadway,  P.O.  Box 
2298,  Green  Bay,  Wis.  54304.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Neil  A,  DuJardin  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Such  merchandise  as  is  dealt  in 
by  discount  and  variety  stores  (except 
foodstuffs,  furniture,  and  commodities  in 
bulk),  and  (2)  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk) 
and  furniture,  in  mixed  loads  with  the 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  S.  S.  Kresge  (Company,  located 
at  or  near  Savannah,  (5a.,  and  points  in 
its  commercial  zone,  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Ohio,  and  Michigan,  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  and  destined  to  the 
described  facilities  of  S.  S.  Kresge 
Company. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republication 
Is  to  eliminate  a  restriction  which  was  pre¬ 
viously  published  In  error.  Common  control 
may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 


necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it  be  held 
at  Chicago.  Ill. 

No.  MC  59117  (Sub-No.  49),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  ELLIOTT 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  101  East  Excelsior, 
P.O.  Box  1,  Vinita,  Okla.  74301.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Wilburn  L.  Wil¬ 
liamson,  280  National  Foundation  Life 
Bldg.,  3535  N.W.  58th,  Oklahoma  City. 
Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought  to  oper¬ 
ate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,*  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Sand,  in  bulk,  (a)  from  Guion, 
Ark.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  and  Kansas, 
and  (b)  from  the  plant  site  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Glass  Sand  (Corporation  at  or  near 
Pacific,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma,  and 
(2)  kaolin  clay,  in  bulk,  (a)  from  Jef¬ 
ferson  County,  Ga.,  to  Pryor,  Okla.,  and 
(b)  from  Pulaski  and  Alexander  Coun¬ 
ties,  Ill.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Tulsa, 
Okla. 

No.  MC  61396  (Sub-No.  288),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  HERMAN 
BROS.- INC.,  2565  St.  Marys  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  189,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  E.  Smith,  11  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Rogers  County,  Okla.,  to 
points  in  Iowa,  Illinois,  and  Nebraska: 
and  (2)  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredi¬ 
ents,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points 
in  Oklahoma  (except  Pryor,  Tulsa,  and 
Port  of  Catoosa) ,  to  points  in  Nebraska, 
Iowa,  and  Illinois. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Omaha,  Nebr.,  or  Oklahoma  City,  Okla. 

No.  MC  61506  (Sub-No.  31),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1975.  Applicant:  RUSSELL 

TRANSFER  COMPANY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
829,  Washington,  Ga.  30673.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Guy  H.  Postell,  Suite  713, 
3384  Peachtree  Rd.  NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga. 
30326.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Petro¬ 
leum  and  petroleum  products,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Appendix  XIII  to  the  report  in 
Description  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209,  including  naphtha,  but  ex¬ 
clusive  of  all  other  acids  and  chemicals 
defined  in  Appendix  XV  therein,  from 
CJharleston,  S.C.,  and  North  Charleston, 
S.C.,  to  points  in  Florida;  and  (2)  empty 
containers,  from  points  in  Florida  to 
Charleston,  S.C.,  and  North  Charleston, 
S.Cr*  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts  with  Texaco,  Inc.,  of  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Atlanta, 
Ga. 

No.  MC  61623  (Sub-No.  18),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  GATE  CITY 
TRANSPORT  COMPANY,  a  Corporation, 
13401  Eldon  Avenue,  Detroit,  Mieh., 
48234.  Applicant’s  representative:  Eu¬ 
gene  C.  Ewald,  100  West  Long  Lake 
Road,  Suite  102,  Bloomfield  Hills,  Mich. 
48013.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 


irregular  routes,  transporting:  Motor 
vehicles,  in  secondary  movements,  in 
truckaway  service,  from  Wilmin^n, 
Del.,  to  points  in  Ohio  and  Kentucky. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  bearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  63562  (Sub-No.  53),  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  BN  TRANS¬ 
PORT  INC.,  796  South  Pearl  Street, 
Galesburg,  Ill.  61401.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Larry  J.  Schwarz  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  negular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except 

Classes  A  and  B  explosives  and  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion),  Serving  the  Grand  Coulee  Dam 
and  construction  site.  Wash.,  as  an  off- 
route  point  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
regular  route  operations  in  Sub  32  be¬ 
tween  Spokane,  Wash.,  and  Coulee, 
Wash. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority 
in  MC  135674  (Sub-No.  2)  therefore  dual 
operations  may  also  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Spokane  or  Seattle, 
Wash,  or  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC  64600  (Sub-No.  46) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1975.  Applicant:  WILSON 

TRUCKING  CORPORATION.  P.O. 
Drawer  2,  Fishersville,  Va.  22939.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  William  J.  Jones 
(same  address  as  applicant) ..  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities 
in  bulk,  and  those  requiring  special 
equipment) :  (1)  Between  Craigsville, 
Va.  and  the  junction  of  Virginia  Second¬ 
ary  Highway  780  and  U.S.  Highway  60: 
Prom  Craigsville  over  Virginia  Highway 
42  to  junction  Virginia  Secondary  High¬ 
way  780,  thence  over  Virginia  Secondary 
Highway  780  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
60,  and  return  over  the  same  route,  serv¬ 
ing  all  intermediate  points;  (2)  Between 
the  junction  of  Virginia  Highway  42  and 
Virginia  Highway  39  at  or  near  Goshen, 
Va.,  and  the  junction  of  Virginia  High¬ 
way  39  and  U.S.  Highway  60:  Prom  the 
junction  of  Virginia  Highway  42  and 
Virginia  Highway  39  over  Virginia  High¬ 
way  39  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  (3)  Between 
Norfolk,  Va.  and  the  junction  of  Virginia 
Highway  134  and  U.S.  Highway  17: 
From  Norfolk  over  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  Virginia  Highway  134,  thence 
over  Virginia  Highway  134  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  17,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  and  (4)  Between  Norfolk,  Va. 
and  Gloucester  Point,  Va.:  From  Norfolk 
over  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  17,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
17  to  Gloucester  Point,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Richmond, 
Va.  or  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  68980  (Sub-No.  17) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11.  1975.  Ai^llcant:  CHECKER 
EXPRESS  CO.,  6801  South  13th  Street, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53221.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Leonard  R.  Kofkin,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregulw 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
commodities  in  bulk  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment) ,  serving 
Bums  Harbor,  Ind.,  as  an  off-route  point 
in  connection  with  carrier’s  regular  route 
operations  to  and  from  Chicago,  Ill. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  72243  (Sub-No.  51),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  THE  AETNA 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INCORPORATED, 
2507  Youngstown  Road,  PX>.  Box  350, 
Warren,  Ohio  44482.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  P.  Carlton,  903  Prank 
Nelson  Building,  Biiiningham,  Ala.  35203. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Fiberboard  and 
composition  board,  from  the  plantsite  of 
Kroehler  Manufacturing  Co.  at  or  near 
Meridian,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Tennessee,  Alabama,  Kentucky,  Indiana, 
South  Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Virginia, 
and  Georgia. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  is  deemed  nece.ssary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  or  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  82079  (Sub-No.  43).  filed  Au¬ 
gust  13,  1975.  Applicant:  KELLER 

TRANSFER  LINE,  INC.,  5635  Clay  Ave¬ 
nue  SW.,  Grand  Rapids,  Mich.  49508.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  Malin- 
zak,  900  Old  Kent  Building,  Grand  Rap¬ 
ids,  Mich.  49502.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Frozen  prepared  foods  and  frozen 
bakery  goods,  from  the  plantsites  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Stouffer  Foods,  at 
Solon,  Ohio,  to  points  in  the  Upper 
Peninsula  of  Michigan,  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  commodities  in 
bulk  or  in  tank  vehicles. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
IT  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  lianslng  or  Detroit, 
Mich. 

No.  MC  82492  (Sub-No.  125) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  MICHIGAN  & 
NEBRASKA  TRANSIT  CO..  INC.,  P.O. 
Box  2853,  2109  Olihstead  Road,  Kala¬ 
mazoo,  Mich.  49003.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  C.  Harris  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sougdit  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  trani^rt- 
Ing:  Paper  and  paper  products  (except 
commodities  in  bulk),  from  Vicksburg, 
Afich.,  to  points  in  Minnesota. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Cihicago,  Ill. 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  89697  (Sub-No.  29),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  KRAJACK 


TANK  LINES,  INC.,  480  Westfield  Ave¬ 
nue,  Roselle  Park,  N.  J.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Morton  E.  Kiel,  Suite  6193,  5 
World  ’Trade  Center,  New  York,  N.Y. 
10048.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  between  points  in  New 
Jersey  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Virginia, 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Philadelphia, 
Pa. 

No.  MC  95376  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  McVEY 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  Rural  Route  1,  Oak- 
wood,  HI.  61858.  Applicant’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Clyde  Meachum,  41  On  the  Mall, 
Danville,  Ill.  61832.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Concrete  coping  for  swimming  pools, 
from  Urbana,  lU.,  to  points  in  Indiana, 
Iowa,  Wisconsin,  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Minnesota, 
Florida,  New  York,  and  Texas. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Indianapolis,  Ind.,  or  Springfield,  Ill. 

No.  MC  95920  (Sub-No.  40),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  SANTRY 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  11552  SW.,  Pa¬ 
cific  Highway,  Portland,  Oreg.  97223.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  George  R.  La- 
Bissoniere  1100  Norton  Bldg.  Seattle, 
Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Dia- 
tomaceous  earth  from  Clark  and  Colado, 
Nev.,  to  points  on  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United  States 
and  Canada  located  at  or  near  Blaine, 
Wash.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Van  Waters  &  Rogers,  Ltd. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Seattle, 
Wash. 

No.  MC  99427  (Sub-No.  23),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Ai^licant:  ARIZONA 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  4150  East  MagnoUa 
Street,  Phoenix,  Arlz.  85034.  Applicant’s 
representative:  E.  CSieck,  P.O.  Box  855, 
Des  Moines,  Iowa  50304.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Petroleum  products,  in  bulk, 
fnun  Fredonia,  Ariz.,  to  points  in  Utah; 
(2)  fertilizer  and  ammonium  nitrate,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Arizona,  to  points  In 
California  and  New  Mexico;  (3)  sugar, 
syrups  and  blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  from 
Los  Angeles,  Calif.,  to  points  in  Cochise, 
Graham,  Maricopa,  Navajo,  Pima,  Pinal, 
Yavapai  and  Yuma  Counties,  Arlz.,  and 
points  in  Cfiark  County,  Nev„  and  return 
of  off -quality  or  unsaleable  product;  and 
(4)  residual  fuel  oil,  in  bulk,  from  points 
In  San  Juan  County,  N.  Mex.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  Colorado,  Utah  and  Nevada. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
It  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Phoenix.  Ariz. 

No.  MC  99695  (Sub-No.  10) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7.  1975.  Applicant:  ATLAS  TRAN¬ 
SIT,  INC.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box 


471,  Akron,  Ohio  44309.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  James  W.  Conner  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  unusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  livestock,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  commodities  in 
bulk  and  those  requiring  special  equip¬ 
ment),  serving  the  DLM,  Inc.  plantsite 
at  or  near  Malvern,  Ark.  as  an  off -route 
point. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  99780  (Sub-No.  44)  (Amend¬ 
ment),  filed  July  8,  1974,  published  in 
the  I’EDERAL  Register  issues  of  August 
22,  1974,  November  7,  1974,  and  Novem¬ 
ber  27. 1974,  and  republished  as  amended 
this  issue.  Applicant:  CHIPPER  CART¬ 
AGE  COMPANY,  INC.,  1327  Northeast 
Bond  Street,  Peoria,  IH.  61603.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  R.  Zang,  P.O. 
Box  1345,  Peoria,  HI.  61601.  Authority 
sought  to  (^rate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (ex¬ 
cept  those  of  imusual  value.  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  household  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk),  (1)  from  (a)  the  storage 
facilities  of  the  Dry  Storage  Corpora¬ 
tion,  (b)  the  plantsites  and  storage  facili¬ 
ties  of  M  &  M  Mars,  (c)  the  plantsites 
and  storage  facilities  of  the  A.  E.  Staley 
Manufacturing  Co.,  (d)  the  plantsites 
and  storage  facilities  of  tJie  M.  J.  Hollo¬ 
way  Co.,  (e)  the  plantsites  and  storage 
facilities  of  the  Leaf  Confectionary,  Di¬ 
vision  of  W.  R.  Grace  &  Co.,  and  (f)  the 
plantsites  and  storage  facilities  of  the 
Beatrice  Foods  Co.,  located  in  that  por¬ 
tion  of  the  Chicago,  HI.  Commercial 
Zone  in  Illinois,  to  points  in  Iowa  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  169;  and  (2)  foodstuffs, 
from  (a)  the  storage  facilities  of  the  Dry 
Storage  Corporation  and  (b)  the  plant- 
sites  and  storage  facilities  of  Standard 
Brands.  Inc.,  located  in  that  portion  of 
the  Chicago.  HI.  Commercial  Zone  in  H- 
linois,  to  points  in  Iowa  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  169,  restricted  In  (1)  and  (2) 
above  to  traffic  originating  at  the  above 
specified  origins  and  designed  to  the 
above  specified  destinations. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  republlcatlon 
Is  to  amend  the  request  for  authority  In  (1) 
above  to  include  the  origins  listed  as  (d>,  (e) 
and  (f)  therein.  The  application  has  been 
assigned  for  hearing  at  Chicago,  HI.  on  Oc¬ 
tober  29, 1975. 

No.  MC  105375  (Sub-No.  59),  filed 
August  17.  1975.  Applicant:  DAHLEN 
’TRANSPORT  OP  IOWA,  INC.,  1680 
Fourth  Avenue,  New  Port,  Minn.  55055. 
Ai^Ucant’s  representative:  Leonard  A. 
Jasklewlcz,  1730  M  St.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  cerate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  the  storage  facilities  of 
Industries,  Inc.  near  Glenwood,  Minn, 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin; 
(2)  Anhydrous  ammonia,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
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vehicles,  from  the  storage  facilities  of 
CF  Industries,  Inc.  near  Grand  Forks, 

N.  Dak.  to  points  in  Minnesota,  South 
Dakota  and  North  Dakota;  (3)  Nitrogen 
fertilizer  solution,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  the  storage  facilities  of  CF 
Industries,  Inc.  near  Grand  Forks,  N. 
Dak.,  to  points  in  Minnesota,  North 
Dakota  arid  South  Dakota;  and  (4) 
Ammonium  nitrate,  in  bulk,  from  Pine 
Bend,  Minn.,  to  Rogers  City,  Mich. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Minneapolis,  or  St.  Paul,  Minn,  or  Chicago, 
Ill. 

No.  MC  105813  (Sub-No.  207),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  BEDFORD 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  1759  Southwest 
12th  St.,  P.O.  Box  1936,  Ocala,  Fla.  32670. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Arnold  L. 
Burke,  180  North  LaSalle  Street,  Chi¬ 
cago,  ni.  60601.  Authority  sought  to 
opierate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bananas  and  agricultural  commodi¬ 
ties  exempt  from  economic  regulation 
under  Section  203  (b)  (6)  of  the  Act  when 
transported  in  mixed  loads  with  banan¬ 
as,  from  Gulfix>rt,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  California,  Colorado, 
Connecticut,  Delaware,  Idaho,  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentuc^,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi,  Mis¬ 
souri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada,  New 
Hsunpshire,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Oregon, 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Islsmd,  Texas, 
Utah,  Vermwit,  Virginia,  Washington, 
West  Virginia,  Wisconsin,  Wyoming,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  106278  (Sub-No.  41),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  E.  B.  LAW 
AND  SON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1360,  Las 
Cruces,  N.  Mex.  88001.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  William  J.  Lippman,  1819  H 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting;  Sulphuric  acid,  in 
bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from  El  Paso,  Tex., 
to  points  in  Colorado  and  Utah. 

Note. — Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MC  136078,  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hecu'ing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  El  Paso,  Tex.,  or 
Albuquerque,  N.  Mex. 

No.  MC  106497  (Sub-No.  121),  filed 
August  7,  1975.  Applicant:  PARKHELL 
TRUCK  COMPANY,  a  Corporation,  P.O. 
Box  112,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s 
representative;  A.  N.  Jacobs,  P.O.  Box 
113,  Joplin,  Mo.  64801.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  (1)  Asphalt  making  machinery, 
storage  systems,  storage  silos,  surge  sys¬ 
tems,  control  centers,  and  heaters:  (2) 
equipment,  parts,  materials,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  construction  and  manufac¬ 
turing  of  items  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
plantsite  of  CMI  Systems,  Inc.,  located  at 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.,  and  points  in  the 


United  States  including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  or  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  106644  (Sub-No.  213),  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  SUPERIOR 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  INC.,  2770  Pey¬ 
ton  Road  NW.,  P.O.  Box  916,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30301.  Applicant’s  representative:  W. 
Randall  'Tye,  1400  Candler  Bldg.,  Atlanta, 
Ga.  30303.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  tranporting:  (1) 
Cranes,  parts,  attachments  and  acces¬ 
sories',  and  (2)  materials,  equipment  and 
supplies  used  in  the  manufacturing  of 
commodities  in  (1)  above,  between  the 
plantsites  and  facilities  of  FMC  Corpora¬ 
tion,  located  in  Warren  County,  Ky.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  including  Alaska, 
but  excluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  106674  (Sub-No.  167) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  14,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHILLI 

MOTOR  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  123, 
Remington,  Ind.  47977.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerry  L.  Johnson  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Lead  and  lead  alloys  (except  com¬ 
modities  which  because  of  size  and 
weight  require  use  of  special  equipment) , 
from  Glover,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Arizona,  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Delaware,  Idaho,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Michigan, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Nebras¬ 
ka,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  North  Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Rhode  Island,  South 
Carolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennessee, 
Utah,  Vermont,  Virginia,  Washington. 
Wyoming  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Chicago,  ni.,  or  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  106943  (Sub-No.  115),  filed 
August  12,  1975.  Applicant:  EASTERN 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  1450  Wabash  Avenue, 
Terre  Haute,  Ind.  47808.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Peter  M.  Witham  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transporting: 
General  commodities  (except  Classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  livestock,  grain,  petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  bulk,  household  goods 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  and  com¬ 
modities  requiring  special  equipment), 
serving  the  plant  site  of  Essex  Interna¬ 
tional,  located  at  or  near  Hoisington, 
Kans.,  an  off-route  point  in  connection 
with  carrier’s  authorized  regular  route 
operations  to  and  from  Wichita,  Kans. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.  or  Wichita,  Kans. 

-  No.  MC  107012  (Sub-No.  221),  filed 
August  4,  1975.  Applicant:  NORTH 


AMERICAN  VAN  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
988,  Lincoln  Highway  and  Meyer  Road, 
Fort  Wayne,  Ind.  46801.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  David  D.  Bishop  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Mail  storage  and  handling  bins, 
from  the  plantsite  of  Penn  Metal  Fab¬ 
ricators,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  Ebens- 
burg.  Pa.,  to  points  in  the  United  States 
within  and  west  of  Ohio,  Kentucky,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Georgia  and  Florida  (except 
Nebraska,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  Alaska, 
and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Chicago, 
Ill.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  107839  (Sub-No.  163),  filed 
August  6,  1975.  Applicant:  DENVER 
ALBUQUERQUE  MOTOR  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  2121  East  67th  Avenue, 
Denver,  Colo.  80216.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Edward  T.  Lyons,  Jr.,  Suite 
1600,  Lincoln  Center  Bldg.,  1660  Lincoln 
Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Meat,  meat  products  and 
meat  by-products,  as  described  in  Sec¬ 
tions  A  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in 
Description  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 
61  M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides  and 
commodities  in  bulk) ,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  facilities  of  Swift  &  Com¬ 
pany  located  at  or  near  Cactus,  Tex.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  a  consolidated  hear¬ 
ing  with  Kiss  &  Co.,  Bray  Lines,  Incorporated, 
and  numerous  similar  pending  applications. 

No.  MC  108393  (Sub-No.  92),  filed 
August  7,  1975.  Applicant:  SIGNAL  DE¬ 
LIVERY  SERVICE,  INC.,  201  East  Ogden 
Avenue,  Hinsdale,  HI.  60521.  Applicant’s 
representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  National 
City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland,  Ohio 
44114.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Parts  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances  and  equip¬ 
ment,  materials  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture,  distribution  and  repair  of 
electrical  and  gas  appliances,  from  Ur- 
bana,  Ohio  to  St.  Joseph,  Mich.,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Whirlpool  Corporation. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  108460  (Sub-No.  52),  filed 
July  23,  1975.  Applicant:  PETROLEUM 
CARRIERS  COMPANY,  5104  West  14th 
St.,  P.O.  Box  762,  Sioux  Falls,  S.  Dak. 
57101.  Applicant’s  representative:  Alan 
Foss,  502  First  National  Bank  Bldg., 
Fargo,  N.  Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  liquid  fertilizer  and  liquid  fertilizer 
ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  (1) 
from  Watertown,  S.  Dak.,  to  points  in 
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North  Dakota;  and  (2)  from  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.,  to  points  In  South  Dakota. 

Note. — Common  centred  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  1b  deemed  necessary,  the  i^- 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  Dak.,  Fargo,  N.  Dak.,  or  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  109397  (Sub-No.  317),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  TRI-STATE 
MOTOR  TRANSIT  CO.,  a  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  113  (Bus.  Rte  1-44  east) ,  Joplin, 
Mo.  64801.  Applicant’s  representative: 

A.  N.  Jacobs  (same  address  as  applicant) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Valves  and 
regulators,  from  the  plantsite  of  Grove 
Valve  and  Regulator  Company  located  at 
Washoe  County,  Nev.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  i^li- 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Reno  or  Carson 
City,  Nev. 

No.  MC  109689  (Sub-No.  292),  filed 
August  13,  1975.  Applicant:  W.  S. 
HATCH  CO.,  643  South  800  West,  Woods 
Cross,  Utah  84087.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Mark  K.  Boyle,  345  South 
State  Street,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84111. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes  transporting:  Sulphuric 
Acid,  in  bulk  from  El  Paso  Tex,,  to  points 
in  Colorado. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah. 

No.  MC  111201  (Sub-No.  23) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  AppUcant:  J.  N.  ZELLNER 
&  SON  TRANSFER  COMPANY,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  P.O.  Box  98818,  East  Point,  Ga. 
30044.  Applicant’s  representative:  Frank 
D.  Hall,  Suite  713,  3384  Peachtree  Rd. 
NE.,  Atlanta,  Ga.  30326.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  ov^  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Beverages  (except  alcoholic),  from 
the  plant  and  warehouse  facilities  of 
Shasta  Beverages  in  Jefferson  Parish, 
La.,  to  points  in  Mississippi,  Alabama, 
Florida,  Tennessee,  Georgia,  North  Caro¬ 
lina  and  South  Carolina. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  111485  (Sub-No.  18) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  AppUcant:  PASCHALL 
TRUCK  LINES,  INC.,  Route  4,  Murray, 
Ey.  42071.  Applicant’s  r^resentative: 
Robert  H.  Klnker,  711  McClure  Bldg., 
P.O.  Box  464,  Frankfort.  Ky.  40601.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Monumental  stone, 
irom  points  in  Elbert  County,  Ga.,  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Missouri  and  Tennessee. 

Note. — ^Duplicating  authority  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  111545  (Sub-No.  214),  filed 
August  4,  1975.  AppUcant:  HOME 
TRANSPORTATION  COMPANY,  INC.. 
1425  Franklin  Road,  Marietta,  Ga.  30062. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Robert  E. 


Bom,  P.O.  Box  6426.  Station  A,  Mariet¬ 
ta,  Ga.  30062.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 

(a)  Cranes;  and  (b)  parts,  attachments 
and  accessories  for  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  between  the  plant- 
sites  and  facilities  of  FMC  Corporation 
located  at  or  near  Bowling  Green,  Ky., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacture  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk),  from  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  to  the  plantsite  and  facilities 
of  FMC  Corporation  located  at  or  near 
Bowling  Green,  Ky. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Louisville,  Ky.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

NO.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  543)  (Cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  19, 1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  July  10, 
1975,  republished  as  corrected  this  issue. 
Applicant:  PUROLATOR  COURIER 
CORP.,  a  Corporation,  2  Nevada  Drive, 
Lake  Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Applicant’s 
representative:  John  M.  Delany  (same 
address  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities,  moving  in 
courier  service  (except  household  goods, 
commodities  in  bulk.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives.  articles  of  imusual  value,  and 
commodities  which  because  of  their  size 
and  weight  require  special  equipment; 
and  commercial  papers,  doemnents  and 
written  instruments  as  are  used  in  the 
business  of  banks  and  banking  institu¬ 
tions)  ,  (A)  Between  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  (B)  between 
points  in  Pennsylvania,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Virginia,  West  Virginia  and 
the  District  of  (Columbia,  (1)  restricted 
such  that  no  service  shall  be  prodded  for 
the  transportatlmi  of  packages  weighing 
more  than  50  pounds  and  eadi  package 
or  article  shsdl  be  considered  a  sepsuate 
and  distinct  shli»nent:  and  (2)  restricted 
such  that  no  service  shall  be  provided 
for  the  transportation  of  psM^kages  or 
articles  weighing  the  aggregate  more 
than  100  pounds  from  one  consignor  at 
one  location  in  any  one  day. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  repubUcatlon 
is  to  Indicate  that  both  weight  restrictions 
were  Intended  to  apply  to  the  entire  com¬ 
modity  description  of  this  proceeding.  Ap¬ 
plicant  holds  contract  carrier  authority  in 
MC  112760  and  subs  thereimder,  therefore 
dual  operations  may  be  involved.  Common 
control  may  also  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing 
is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests 
It  be  held  at  either  Washington,  D.C,  or 
Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  556)  (Par¬ 
tial  correction) ,  filed  July  7,  1975,  pub¬ 
lished  in  tile  Federal  Register  issue  of 
July  31,  1975,  r^xiblished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  2  Nevada  Drive,  Lake 
Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Russ^  S.  Bernhard,  1625  K 
Street  N.W.,  Washington,  D.a  20006. 


Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Busi¬ 
ness  papers,  records,  and  audit  and  ac¬ 
counting  media  ot  all  kinds,  <a)  between 
Albany,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Cortland,  Fulton,  Glens  Falls, 
Herkimer  Kingston,  Poughkeepsie,  Rome, 
Schenectady  and  Utica,  N.Y.;  and 
Nashua  and  Newington,  N.H.,  restricted 
to  the  transportation  of  traJffic  having 
an  immediately  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air;  (b)  between  Balti¬ 
more,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Nashua  and  Newington,  N.H.; 
Glens  Falls,  Herkimer,  Johnson  City, 
Kingston,  Poughkeepsie  and  Rome,  N.Y.; 
Rocky  Moimt,  N.C.;  Bulter,  Charleroi, 
Dubois,  Oreensburg,  Klttaning,  Lewis¬ 
ton,  Lower  Burrell,  MeadvlUe,  Sunbury, 
and  Uniontown,  Pa.;  Fredericksburg, 
Hampton,  Norfolk,  Portsmouth  and 
Staimton,  Va.;  Elkins,  Morgantown,  and 
Parkersburg,  W.  Va. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  repubUcatlon 
Is  to  correct  the  apelling  of  two  destination 
points  "Nashua,  N.H.  and  Parkereburg,  W. 
Va.”  The  rest  of  the  pubUcatlon  remains  the 
same.  AppUcant  holds  contract  ccurier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  112750  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  denned  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  557)  (Partial 
Correction) ,  filed  July  3, 1975,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  August 
7,  1975,  republished  as  corrected  this 
issue.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR  COU¬ 
RIER  CORP.,  a  corporation,  2  Nevada 
Drive,  Lake  Success,  N.Y.  11040.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  M.  Delany 
(same  address  as  iqipllcant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  mov¬ 
ing  in  courier  service  (accept  houshold 
goods,  commodities  in  bulk,  explosives, 
articles  of  imusual  value,  and  commodi¬ 
ties  which  because  of  their  size  and 
weight  require  special  equiiHnent:  and 
commercial  papers,  documents  and  writ¬ 
ten  Instruments  as  are  used  in  the  busi¬ 
ness  of  banks  and  backing  institutions) , 
(c)  Betweoi  points  in  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  New 
York  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  repubUcatlon 
is  to  correct  the  territorial  description  In 
part  (c)  of  this  proceeding.  Common  control 
may  be  Involved.  AppUcant  hedds  contract 
carrier  authority  In  MO  112760  and  subs 
thereunder,  therefore  dual  operations  may 
also  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  nec- 
eseary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Nashville,  Teim.;  Lexington,  Ky.;  cm:  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  The  rest  of  this  application  re¬ 
mains  the  same. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  563) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  5,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP..  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Rd..  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  John  M.  Delany 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  veMole,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Radioactive  material, 
special  fcnrin,  in  type  B  approved  eon- 
tainers,  in  packages  or  artides  not  to  ex- 
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ceed  75  pounds  fnxn  one  consignor  to  one 
consignee  cm  any  one  day,  from  Burling¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  to  points  In  Connectleut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Maine,  Maryland,  New  Hampshire, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Rhc^e  Island,  Vermont,  Virginia, 
and  West  Virginia;  (2)  empty  containers 
used  for  radioactive  material  set  forth 
above,  in  packages  or  articles  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  75  pounds  from  one  c<mslgnor  to 
one  consignee  on  any  one  day,  from 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maine, 
Maryland,  New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Vermont,  Virginia,  and  West  Vir¬ 
ginia,  to  Burlington,  Mass.;  and  (3) 
emergency  computer  repair  and  replace¬ 
ment  parts,  and  emergency  oUice  sup¬ 
plies,  in  packages  or  articles  not  to  ex¬ 
ceed  60  povmds  from  one  consignor  to  one 
consignee  on  any  one  day,  between 
Nashua  and  Merrimack,  N.H.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Maine,  Massachusetts,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  New  York,  and  Rhode  Island. 

Mcmc — AppUcant  bolds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  112750  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  {^rations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  be  involved.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  la  deemed  necessary,  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  either  Boston,  Mass.,  or  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  564) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLATOR 
COURIER  CORP.,  3333  New  Hyde  Park 
Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative;  Russell  S.  Bern- 
hard,  1625  K  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Business  papers,  records,  audit  and  ac¬ 
counting  media  of  all  kinds,  (a)  between 
Clevdand,  Ohio  and  Cfiinton,  Ky.;  and 
(b)  between  Cincinnati,  Ohio  and  De- 
Kalb,  HI.;  (2)  proofs,  cuts,  copy  and 
related  advertising  material,  between 
Ctoclnnati,  Ohio  and  DeKalb,  HI.;  (3) 
ophthalmic  goods,  from  Cleveland,  Ohio 
to  Charleston  and  Huntington,  W.  Va.; 
and  (4)  business  or  office  machine  parts, 
supplies,  devices,  and  units,  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  articles  or 
packages  weighing  in  the  aggregate  more 
than  100  pounds  from  one  consignor  to 
one  consignee  on  any  one  day,  between 
Mechanicsburg  and  Pittsburgh,  Pa.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  Martins 
Perry  and  Steubenville,  Ohio. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  112750  and  subs  thereunder 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appUcant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Cleveland,  Ohio 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  111940  (Sub-No.  64) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  SMITH’S 
TRUCK  LINES,  a  Corporation,  P.O.  Box 
88,  Muncy,  Pa.  17756.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  M.  Musselman,  P.O.  Box 
1146,  410  North  Third  Street,  Harrisburg, 
Pa.  17108.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Flour, 
from  Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  (except  Muncy,  Pa.,  and  points 
within  25  miles  of  Muncy) ,  and  Cumber¬ 
land,  Md. 


Nor. — a  hearing  li  deemed  necessary, 
the  i4>pUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  112006  (Sub-No.  4)  ,  filed  Au- 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  BENJAMIN  8. 
NEWHALL,  Ma^on  Street,  North  Ber¬ 
wick,  Maine  03906.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Francis  E.  Barrett,  Jr.,  10  In¬ 
dustrial  Park  Road,  Hlngham,  Mass. 
02043.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Bleachers 
and  grandstands,  knocked  down,  and 
materials,  supplies  and  eguipment  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  erection  thereof. 
Between  North  Berwick,  Maine,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
that  part  of  the  United  States  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  El  Paso,  Tex., 
and  extending  along  UB.  Highway  85 
to  the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada  at 
or  near  Crosby,  N.  Dak.,  restricted  to  a 
transportation  service  to  be  performed, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Hussey  Manufacturing  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.,  of  North  Berwick,  Maine. 

Note. — Applicant  seeks  no  duplicating  au¬ 
thority.  If  this  application  Is  granted,  appU¬ 
cant  will  request  cancellation  of  its  existing 
permits  which  substantlaUy  duplicate  that 
sought  herein.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at 
Portland,  Maine  or  Boston,  Mass. 

No.  MC  113475  (Sub-No.  26),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975.  Applicant:  RAWLIN(3S 
TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  Post  Office  Box  831, 
Emporia,  Va.,  2384*7.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative;  Harry  J.  Jordan,  100  16th 
Street  NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Waste  paper,  from 
points  in  Delaware,  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Vir¬ 
ginia,  to  the  plantsite  of  Weyerhaeuser 
Company  at  Plymouth,  N.C. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No,  MC  113855  (Sub-No.  323),  filed 
July  21,  1975.  Applicant:  INTERNA¬ 
TIONAL  TRANSPORT,  INC.,  2450  Mari¬ 
on  Road  SE.,  Rochester,  Minn.  55901. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Alan  Foss, 
502  First  National  Bank  Bldg.,  Fargo,  N. 
Dak.  58102.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting;  (1) 
Iron  and  steel,  iron  and  steel  articles,  and 
wire  products,  from  points  In  Washing¬ 
ton  and  California  to  points  in  the 
United  States  and  Canada,  through,  but 
not  limited  to  the  ports  of  entry  on  the 
International  Boundary  line  between  the 
United  States  and  Canada  located  at 
Washington,  including  Alaska  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii;  and  (2)  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  (except  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk)  used  in  the  manufac¬ 
ture  and  distribution  of  the  commodities 
described  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in  the 
United  States,  including  Alaska,  but  ex¬ 
cluding  Hawaii,  to  points  in  Washington 
and  California. 

Nor. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Los  An¬ 
geles,  Calif. 


No.  MC  114045  (Sub-No.  424) ,  filed  Au- 
gust  7,  1975.  AppUcant:  TRANS-COLD 
KXPRESS,  INC..  P.O.  Box  5842,  Dallas, 
Tex.  75222.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Arnold  L.  Burke,  180  North  La  Salle 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60601.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cleaning  compounds,  dyes, 
shaving  cream,  toilet  preparations  and 
shoe  dressings,  from  Jamaica,  N.Y.,  to 
points  in  Tennessee  and  Texas,  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  and  St.  Louis, 
Mo. 

Nor. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  114533  (Sub-No.  327) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  AppUcant:  BANKERS  DIS¬ 
PATCH  CORPORATION,  1106  West  35th 
Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60609.  AppUcant’s 
representative;  Warren  W.  WaUin  (same 
address  as  appUcant).  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Milk  samples  for  laboratory  test¬ 
ing  purposes;  and  (2)  audit  media  and 
other  business  records,  between  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Rawlins,  EUis,  Nemaha,  Sedg¬ 
wick,  and  Morris  Counties,  Kans,,  and 
Jackson  Coimty,  Mo. 

Nor. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  in  MC  128616  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  c^erationa  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Omaha, 
Nebr.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  114606  (Sub-No.  9),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  AppUcant:  S.  F.  DOUGLAS 
TRUCK  LINE.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1-2863,  587 
First  St.  SW.,  New  Brighton,  Minn.  55112. 
AppUcant’s  representative :  Samuel 
Rubenstein,  301  North  5th  St.,  Minneap¬ 
olis,  Minn.  55403.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing;  Sugar,  beet  or  cane,  in  bags,  barrels 
or  boxes,  from  East  Grand  Forks,  Moor¬ 
head,  and  Crookston,  Minn.,  to  Superior, 
Wls. 

Nor. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Mlnneapolls- 
St.  Paul,  Minn. 

No.  MC  115331  (Sub-No.  396),  filed 
August  15,  1975.  AppUcant:  TRUCK 
’TRANSPORT  INCORPORATED,  29 
Clayton  Hills  Lane,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63131. 
Applicant’s  representative:  J.  R.  Ferris, 
230  St.  Clair  Avenue,  Blast  St.  Louis,  HI. 
62201.  Authority  sought  to  oi>erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Agri¬ 
cultural  chemicals  and  materials  and 
equipment  used  in  the  distribution  and 
application  thereof,  from  the  plantsite 
and  storage  faciUties  of  American  Cyan- 
amid  Company  located  in  Marion 
County,  Mo.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska  and  HawaU)  and 
(2)  agricultural  chemicals  and  materials, 
supplies  and  equipment  used  in  the  pro¬ 
duction  and  distribution  thereof,  from 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii) .  to  the  plantsite  and 
storage  faciUties  of  American  Cyanamid 
Company  located  in  Marion  County,  Mo. 
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Note. — a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  115353  (Sub-No.  22),  filed 
July  30,  1975.  AppUcant;  LOUIS  J.  KEN¬ 
NEDY  TRUCKING  COMPANY,  a  Cor¬ 
poration,  342  Schuyler  Avenue,  Kearny, 
N.J.  07032.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Bert  Collins,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade 
Center,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Refractory  products  (ex¬ 
cept  in  bulk)  on  flatbeds,  (1)  from,  Bal¬ 
timore,  Md.,  to  points  in  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Delaware,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia;  and  (2)  frcnn 
Warren,  Ohio,  Sproul,  Salina  and  Clays- 
burg.  Pa.,  to  points  in  New  York,  New 
Jersey,  Pennsylvania,  Maryland,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Ohio,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  General  Refractories  Company. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  117119  (Sub-No.  544),  filed 
July  30, 1975.  Applicant:  WILLIS  SHAW 
FROZEN  EXPRESS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  188, 
Elm  Springs,  Ark.  72728.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  L.  M.  McLean  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Frozen  and  unfrozen  meats,  and  frozen 
and  unfrozen  foodstuffs  (except  in  bulk) , 
from  the  facilities  of  New  Orleans  Cold 
Storage  Co.,  at  New  Orleans,  La.,  and  its 
Commercial  Zone,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Minnesota,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Tennessee,  Wisconsin, 
and  those  points  in  the  lower  peninsula 
of  Michigan. 

Note. — Common  control  and  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at 
New  Orleans,  La. 

No.  MC  117815  (Sub-No.  247),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  PULLEY 
FREIGHT  LINES,  INC.,  405  S.E.  20th 
Street,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50317.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Larry  D.  Knox, 
900  Hubbell  Building.  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sueh 
merchandise  as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale 
grocery  and  food  business  houses,  and  in 
connection  therewith,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  conduct 
of  such  business  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  the  facilities  of  Consolidated 
Sales  Corporation  at  or  near  Indianapo¬ 
lis,  Ind.,  to  the  facilities  of  the  Jewel 
Food  Stores,  a  division  of  Jewel  Com¬ 
panies,  Inc.  at  or  near  Franklin  Park, 
HI.,  restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
named  origin  and  destined  to  the  named 
destination. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 
and  Indianapolis,  Ind. 

No.  MC  117940  (Sub-No.  166),  filed 
August  11.  1975.  Applicant:  NATION¬ 
WIDE  CARRIERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  104, 
Maple  Plain,  Minn.  55359.  Applicant’s 


representative:  Allan  L.  Timmerman 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Salt  and  salt  products 
and  (2)  materials  and  supplies  used  in 
agricultural,  water  treatment,  food  proc¬ 
essing,  wholesale  grocery,  and  institu¬ 
tional  supply  industries  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  with  salt  and  salt  products,  from 
Akron,  Ohio  and  St.  Clair,  Mich.,  to 
points  in  Alabama,  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Florida,  Georgia,  Kentucky,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  Carolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  114789  Sub  1  and  other 
subs,  therefore  dual  operations  may  be  in¬ 
volved.  Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis,  Minn,  or 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  118535  (Sub-No.  67),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1975.  Applicant:  TTONA  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  Ill  South  Prospect,  Butler, 
Mo.  64730.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wilburn  L.  Williamson,  280  Nat’l  Foun¬ 
dation  Life  Bldg.,  3535  NW.  58th,  Okla¬ 
homa  City,  Okla.  73112.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Dry  corn  products,  in  bulk,  from 
Kansas  City,  Mo.,  to  points  in  Arkansas, 
Colorado,  Hlinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana,  Michigan, 
Minnesota,  Nebraska,  New  Mexico,  North 
Dakota,  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas  and  Wisconsin. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  118989  (Sub-No.  128),  filed 
August  11, 1975.  Applicant:  CONTAINER 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  5223  South  9th  Street, 
Milwaukee,  Wis.  53221.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  127  North 
Dearborn  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60602.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Containers,  con¬ 
tainer  ends  and  material  and  supplies 
used  in  connection  with  the  manufacture 
and  distribution  of  containers  and  con¬ 
tainer  ends,  from  the  plant  and  ware¬ 
house  sites  of  American  Can  Company 
located  in  Edison  Township,  N.J.  and 
South  Brunswick,  N.J.,  to  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii)  . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  119543  (Sub-No.  10),  filed 
July  31,  1975.  Applicant:  RICHARD  J. 
MULLANEY,  66  Helena  St.,' Leominster, 
Mass.  01453.  Applicant’s  representative: 
David  M.  Marshall,  135  State  St.,  Suite 
200,  Springfield,  Mass.  01103.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Aggregate,  between  Lim- 
enburg.  Mass.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont,  New 


Hampshire,  Maine,  New  York,  New 
Jersey  and  Pennsylvania. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Bos¬ 
ton,  Mass.,  Hartford,  Mass.,  or  Albany,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  321),  filed 
August  8,  1975.  Applicant:  LIGON  SPE¬ 
CIALIZED  HAULER,  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer 
L,  Madisonville,  Ky.  42431.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Carl  U.  Hurst  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Iron  and  steel  articles,  and  materi¬ 
als  equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the 
manufacture  and  distribution  of  iron  and 
steel  articles,  between  Columbus,  Ga.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii). 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  in  MO  126970  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  either  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  Nashville,  Tenn.,  or  Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  121006  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Aug¬ 
ust  4,  1975.  Applicant:  GADSDEN 

TRUCK  LINE,  INC.,  1708  Mt.  Zion  Ave., 
Gadsden,  Ala.  35901.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  P.  Carlton,  903  Prank 
Nelson  Building,  Birmingham,  Ala.  35203. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
and  re^ar  routes,  transporting:  (A)  Ir¬ 
regular  route,  (1)  Wrecked  or  disabled 
motor  vehicles  and  replacement  motor 
vehicles  therefor,  between  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Tennessee,  Mississippi,  Georgia, 
and  Florida;  (2)  Household  goods,  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Alabama;  (3)  General 
commodities,  (a)  between  Gadsden,  Ala., 
and  points  in  Etowah,  Cherokee,  De  Kalb, 
Jackson,  Marshall,  Madison,  Morgan, 
Limestone,  CuUman,  ^imt.  Walker, 
Jefferson,  Shelby,  Talladega,  Cleburne, 
Coosa,  Tallapoosa,  Calhoun,  Clay,  Ran¬ 
dolph,  St.  Clair,  Winston,  Lawrence,  and 
Chambers  Counties,  Ala.;  (b)  between 
Gadsden,  Ala.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Decatur,  Mobile  and  Mont- 
'  gomery,  Ala.;  (B)  Regular  route.  General 
commodities  (except  those  of  imusual 
value.  Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods,  personal  effects  and  such 
commodities  as  are  injurious  or  contami¬ 
nating  to  other  lading),  (1)  Between 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  Gadsden,  Ala.; 
From  Birmingham  over  U.S.  Highway  11 
to  the  junction  thereof  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  278  (also  over  Interstate  Highway 
59  to  the  jimctlon  thereof  with  U.S. 
Highway  278) ,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
278  to  Gadsden,  Ala.,  serving  no  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (2)  Between  Gadsden, 
Ala.,  and  the  Alabama-Oeorgia  State 
line:  From  Gadsden,  Ala.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  278  to  the  Alabama-Georgia  State 
Line,  serving  all  intermediate  points. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hefuring  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  Birmingham,  or 
either  Gadsden,  Ala.,  or  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  121658  (Sub-No.  7)  (partial 
correction) ,  filed  July  11, 1975,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of  Au- 
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gxist  14,  1975,  and  republished  as  cor¬ 
rected  this  issue.  Applicant:  STEVE  D. 
THOMPSON,  P.O.  Drawer  149,  1205 
Percy  Street,  Winnsboro,  La.  71295.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Donald  B.  Mor¬ 
rison,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty  Plaza,  P.O. 

Box  22628,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as,  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commodi¬ 
ties  (except  those  of  unusual  value. 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission,  com¬ 
modities  in  bulk  and  those  requiring  spe¬ 
cial  equipment) .  The  purpose  of  this  re¬ 
publication  is  to  change  the  applicant’s 
name  to  Steve  D.  Thompson,  in  lieu  of 
Steve  D.  Thomas,  which  was  previously 
published  in  the  Federal  Register.  The 
rest  of  the  application  remains  the  same. 

No.  MC  123681  (Sub-No.  32) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  WIDING 

TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
03159,  Portland,  Oreg.  97203.  Applicant’s 
representative:  David  C.  White,  2400  SW. 
Fourth  Avenue,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
iputes,  transporting:  Asphalt,  asphalt 
emulsions  and  road  oils,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Ada  Coirnty, 
Idaho,  to  points  in  Malheur,  Harney, 
Grant,  Baker,  Union,  and  Wallowa  Coun¬ 
ties,  Oreg.  and  Humboldt,  Elko,  Lander, 
and  Eureka  Coimties,  Nev. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oi^. 

No.  MC  124078  (Sub-No.  659),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  SCHWER- 
MAN  TRUCJETNG  CO.,  a  Corporation, 
611  South  28  Street,  Milwaukee,  Wis, 
53215.  Applicant’s  representative:  Rich¬ 
ard  H.  Prevette  (same  address  as  appli¬ 
cant)  .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Cement,  in  bulk,  from  Hartford,  Conn., 
to  points  in  Massachusetts;  and  (2) 
commodities,  in  bulk,  from  Owensboro, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennessee,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  and  West  Virginia, 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 
Applicant  holds  contract  csurier  authority 
in  MC  113832  Sub  68.  therefore  dual  opera¬ 
tions  may  also  be  involved.  If  a  bearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  124170  (Sub-No.  53) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975.  Applicant:  FROSTWAYS, 
INC.,  3900  Orleans,  Detroit,  Mich.  48207, 
Applicant’s  representative:  William  J, 
Boyd,  600  Enterprise  Drive,  Suite  222, 
Oak  Brook,  Ill.  60521.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Bananas  and  agricultural  commod- 
V  ities,  from  Gulfport,  Miss.,  to  points  in 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Nebraska, 
North  Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Missouri, 
Kansas,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  Virginia, 
Delaware,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania,  New 
York,  New  Jersey,  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Rhode  Island,  Ve;:  .nt,  New 


Hampshire,  Maine,  Tennessee,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Boston,  Mass, 
or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  124211  (Sub-No.  268),  filed 
August  6, 1975.  Applicant:  HILT  TRUCK 
LINE,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  988,  Downtown 
Station,  Omaha,  Nebr.  68101.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Thomas  L.  Hilt  (same 
address  as  applicant).  Authority  sought 
ter  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  Personal  care  products,  toilet 
preparations,  health  aids,  and  cleaning, 
washing,  scouring,  and  buffing  com¬ 
pounds  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
from  Danville,  HI.  and  Ft.  Madison,  Iowa, 
to  points  in  Arizona,  California,  Colo¬ 
rado,  Kansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska,  Idaho, 
Nevada,  Oregon,  Utah,  and  Washington. 

Note. — Applicant  states  that  it  is  cur¬ 
rently  providing  the  above  requested  serv¬ 
ices  through  interline  service  in  connection 
with  its  authority  held  in  MC  124211  (Sub- 
Nos.  123  and  151).  The  purpose  of  this  ap¬ 
plication  is  to  eliminate  said  interline  serv¬ 
ice.  Common  control  may  be  involved.  U  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  125777  (Sub-No.  159),  filed 
August  13,  1975,  Applicant:  JACK  GRAY 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  4600  East  15th 
Avenue,  Gary,  Ind.  46403.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Edward  G.  Bazelon,  39 
South  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  Ill.  60603. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Pig  iron,  in 
dump  vehicles,  from  Portsmouth,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska  and  Hawaii),  restricted  against 
the  transportation  of  material  having  a 
prior  movement  by  water  in  foreign  com¬ 
merce:  and  (2)  pig  iron,  in  dump  vehi¬ 
cles,  from  points  in  Kentucky,  Tennessee, 
Arkansas,  Texas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Minnesota,  Indiana,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  and  Illinois,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Mississippi,  Tennessee,  Kentucky,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Iowa,  Minne¬ 
sota,  North  Dakota,  South,  Dakota,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Kansas,  Oklahoma,  Texas,  New 
Mexico,  Colorado,  Wyoming,  Montana, 
Idaho,  Utah,  Arizona,  Nevada,  California, 
Oregon,  and  Washington,  restricted  to  a 
transportation  of  material  having  a  prior 
movement  by  water  or  rail  and  further 
restricted  against  the  transportation  of 
material  having  a  prior  movement  by 
water  in  foreign  commerce. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126276  (Sub-No.  133),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  FAST  MO¬ 
TOR  SERVICE,  INC.,  9100  Plainfield 
Road,  Brookfield,  HI.  60513.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Albert  A.  Andrin,  180 
North  LaSalle  Street,  Chicago,  HI.  60601. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Containers,  con¬ 
tainer  components  and  ends,  container 
closures,  arid  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  and  distribution  of 
containers,  ends,  and  closures,  from  the 
plantsites  and  warehouse  facilities  of 


National  Can  Corporation  at  Ft.  Worth, 
Tex.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and  St.  Louis, 

Mo.,  to  points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Louisiana,  Missouri,  Ohio,  Tennes¬ 
see,  and  Wisconsin,  imder  contract  with 
National  Can  Corporation. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neceosary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Chicago,  Ill. 

No.  MC  126305  (Sub-No.  71) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1975.  Applicant:  BOYD  BROTH¬ 
ERS  TRANSPORTATION  CO.,  INC., 
R.D.  1,  Clayton,  Ala.  36016.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69 
Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Toys,  fur¬ 
niture,  baby  carriages,  playground  ap¬ 
paratus,  plastic  articles  and  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  or  useful  in 
the  manufacture  and  sale  of  toys,  furni¬ 
ture,  playground  apparatus  and  plastic 
articles  (except  commodities  in  bulk) , 
between  the  plantsite  and  warehouse  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Hedstrom  Company  located  at 
or  near  Dothan,  Ala.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  California  and  points 
in  the  United  States  in  and  east  of  North 
Dakota,  South  Dakota,  Nebraska,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  origi¬ 
nating  at  the  named  origins  and  des¬ 
tined  to  the  named  destinations. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Bir¬ 
mingham,  or  Montgomery,  Ala. 

No.  MC  127784  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1975.  Applicant:  R  &  G  AIR¬ 
FREIGHT,  INC.,  R.D.  #4,  Allentown,  Pa. 
18103.  Applicant’s  representative:  CSiris- 
tian  V.  Graf,  407  North  Front  Street, 
Harrisburg,  Pa.  17101'.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  mo¬ 
tor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  trans¬ 
porting:  General  commodities  (except 
Classes  A  and  B  explosives,  household 
goods  as  defined  by  the  CJommission, 
commodities  in  bulk,  cwnmodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  those  in¬ 
jurious  or  contaminating  to  other 
lading) ,  between  John  F.  Kennedy  Inter¬ 
national  Airport  and  LaGuardia  Air¬ 
port,  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  Newark  Air¬ 
port,  Newark,  N.J.,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  Kutztown,  Mertztown,  and 
Topton  (Berks  Coimty),  Pa.;  Pennsburg 
and  East  Greenville  (Montgomery 
County) ,  Pa.,  and  points  in  that  portion 
of  Bucks  County,  Pa.,  north  of  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  State  Highway  563,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  traffic  having  a 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Harris¬ 
burg,  Pa.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  128007  (Sub-No.  8D ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  14,  1975.  Applicant:  HOFER,  INC., 
P.O.  Box  583,  Pittsburg,  Kans.  66762.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Clyde  N.  Chris- 
tey,  641  Harrison  Street,  Topeka,  Kans. 
66603.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Trace 
minerals  and  pigments,  from  Hardin 
County,  HI.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Colorado,  Florida,  Georgia, 
Iowa,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Minnesota, 
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Mississippi,  Missouri,  Montana,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  New  Mexico, 
Oklahoma,  South  Dakota,  Texas  and 
Wyoming. 

Note. — a  hearing;  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Kansas  City, 
Mo. 

No.  MC  128375  (Sub-No.  133),  filed 
July  17,  1975,  Applicant:  CRETE  CAR¬ 
RIER  CORPORATION,  P.O.  Box  81228, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Ken  Adams  (same  address  as 
applicant).  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Electrical  equipment,  devices,  products, 
related  items,  and  parts  thereof,  and 
commodities  used  by  and  dealt  In  by 
manufacturers  thereof  (except  in  bulk 
and  commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  equipment),  (a) 
between  Somersworth,  N.H.;  Pittsfield, 
Mass.,  and  Rotterdam,  N.Y.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  the 
United  States  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi 
River,  and  extending  along  the  Missis¬ 
sippi  River  to  its  Junction  with  western 
boundary  of  Itasca  Coimty,  Minn., 
thence  northward  along  the  western 
boundaries  of  Itasca  and  Koochiching 
Counties,  Minn.,  to  the  International 
Boundary  line  between  the  United 
States  and  Canada;  and  (b)  between 
Somersworth,  N.H.,  Pittsfield,  Mass.,  and 
Rotterdam,  N.Y.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  General  Elec¬ 
tric  Company. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 

If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either  Lincoln 
or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  128592  (Sub-No.  4) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  K.  L.  M.  DIS¬ 
TRIBUTING,  INC.,  2102  Old  Brandon 
Road,  P.O.  Box  6066,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39208.  Applicant’s  representative:  Don¬ 
ald  B.  Morrison,  1500  Deposit  Guaranty 
Plaza,  P.O.  Box  6066,  Jackson,  Miss. 
39205.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregifiar  routes,  transporting:  Steel 
junction  boxes,  circuit  breakers,  and 
transformers  (except  commodities  which 
by  reason  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment) ,  from  the  facil¬ 
ities  of  Zinsco  Hectrical  Products  of  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Inc.,  at  Jackson,  Miss.,  to  the 
facilities  of  GTE  Sylvania  at  Los  Ang^s 
and  Burlingame,  Calif.,  and  Portland, 
Oreg.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Zinsco  Electrical  Products 
of  Mississippi,  Inc.,  restricted  to  traffic 
originating  at  and  destined  to  the  above 
named  points. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  In  MC  138308  Sub  2,  therefore  dual 
operations  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  neceesary,  applicant  requests  it  be 
held  at  Jackson,  Miss. 

No.  MC  128866  (Sub-No.  55) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1975.  Applicant:  B  &  B  TRUCK¬ 
ING,  INC.,  9  Brade  Lane,  P.O.  Box  128, 
Cherry  Hill,  N.  J.  08034.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J.  Michael  Farrell,  1725  K  St. 
NW.,  Washington,  D.C.  20006.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier. 


by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
tran^xiiting:  (1)  Aluminum  foil,  from 
the  plant  site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Cherry  Hill,  N.J..  to  the  plant 
site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Deer¬ 
field,  HI.;  from  the  plant  site  of  Penny 
Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Deerfield,  HI.,  to 
the  plant  site  of  P^iny  Plate,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Cherry  Hill,  N.  J.,  and  Searcy  and 
Atkins,  Atk.;  from  the  plant  site  of  Penny 
Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Searcy,  Ark.,  to  the 
plant  site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located 
at  Cherry  Hill,  NJ.,  and  Deerfield,  HI.; 
and  from  the  plant  site  of  Penny  Plate, 
Inc.,  located  at  Atkins,  Ark.,  to  the  plant 
site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located  at 
Cherry  Hill,  N  J.,  and  Deerfield,  HI.;  (2) 
Scrap  aluminum,  from  the  plant  site  of 
Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Cherry 
Hill,  N.J.,  to  the  plant  site  of  Penny 
Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Deerfield,  HI.,  At¬ 
kins  and  Searcy,  Ark.;  from  the  plant  site 
of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Deerfield, 
HI.,  to  the  plant  site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc., 
located  at  Cherry  Hill,  N.Jn  and  Atkins 
and  Searcy,  Ark.;  from  the  plant  site  of 
Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Searcy,  Ark., 
to  the  plant  site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  Deerfield,  HL;  and  from  the 
plant  site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located  at 
Atkins,  Ark.,  to  the  plant  site  of  Penny 
Plate,  Inc.,  located  at  Deerfield,  HL;  (3) 
Dies  used  in  the  manufacture  of  alumi¬ 
num  food  containers,  from  the  plant  site 
of  Heraldize,  Inc.,  located  at  Port  Wayne, 
Ind.,  and  the  plant  site  of  Fomr  Penny, 
Inc.,  located  at  Berlin,  N.J.,  to  the  plant 
site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc.,  located  at 
Cherry  Hill,  N.J.,  Deerfield,  HI.,  and  At¬ 
kins  and  Searcy,  Ark.;  from  the  plant 
site  of  Penny  Hate,  Inc.,  located  at 
Cherry  Hill,  N.J.,  to  and  Searcy,  Ark., 
from  the  plant  site  of  Penny  Plate,  Inc., 
located  at  Atkins  and  Searcy,  Ark.,  to  the 
plant  site  of  Penny  Hate,  Inc.,  located  at 
Deerfield,  HI.,  and  CJherry  Hill,  N.J.,  parts 
(1) ,  (2) ,  and  (3)  above  are  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Penny 
Plate,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  h^d  at  either 
Washington,  D.C.,  or  Philadelphia,  Pa. 

No.  MC  129631  (Sub-No.  47) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1975.  Applicant;  PACK  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.,  3975  South  300  West,  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah  84107.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Truman  A.  Stockton,  Jr.,  The 
1650  Grant  Street  Building,  Denver,  Colo. 
80203.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Foam 
board,  insulation,  insulated  gypsum  foam 
board  Panels,  insulated  panels  and  in¬ 
sulated  building  sections,  between  points 
in  Salt  Lake  Coimty,  Utah;  Denver,  Arap¬ 
ahoe,  and  Adams  Coimties,  Colo.,  and 
Dallas  Coimty,  Tex.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  otoer,  points  in  the  United 
States  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  mouth  of  the  Mississippi  River, 
and  extending  along  the  Mississippi 
River  to  its  jimction  with  the  western 
boundary  of  Itasca  County,  Minn.,  thence 
northward  along  the  western  boundaries 
of  Itasca  and  Koochiching  Counties, 
Minn.,  to  the  International  Boundary 
line  between  the  United  States  and  Ci^an- 


1 

ada,  including  Alaska  but  excluding 
Hawaii. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved, 

If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  the  same  time  and 
place  as  Sammon  Trucking  C  &  H  Transpor¬ 
tation  and  P-B  Truck  Line. 

No.  MC  133095  (Sub-No.  83) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11, 1975.  Applicant:  T'EXAS  CONTI¬ 
NENTAL  EXPRESS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  434, 
Euless,  Tex.  76039.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Huglj  T.  Matthews,  630  Fi¬ 
delity  Union  Tower,  Dallas,  Tex.  75201. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Alcoholic 
beverages  (except  in  bulk),  moving  in 
mechanically  liefrlgerated  equipment, 
frwn  points  in  Kentucky,  to  points  in 
Louisiana  and  Arkansas  and  points  in 
Texas  on  and  east  of  UB.  Highway  277. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MO  136032  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Dallas,  Tex. 

No.  MC  133193  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  Applicant:  JAMES  AN¬ 
DREWS  doing  business  as  JAMES  AN¬ 
DREWS  TRUCKING  CO.,  69  CJatlin  Ave., 
Roosevelt,  Long  Island,  N.Y.  11575.  Ai>- 
pUcant’s  remresentatlve:  Roy  A.  Jacobs, 
550  Mamaroneck  Ave.,  Harrison,  N.Y. 
10528.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  car.  ier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Wearing 
apparel,  (1)  from  Inwood,  N.Y.,  to  points 
In  New  Jersey  (except  Bergen,  Essex, 
Hudson,  Passaic,  and  Union  Counties), 
and  (2)  from  points  In  the  New  York, 
N.Y.,  Harbor  Limits  as  defined  in  49  CFR 
1070.1(a) ,  to  Inwood,  N.Y. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  133656  (Sub-No.  4) .  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1975.  Applicant:  TOMBRO 

TRUCKING  LIMITED,  RJL  No.  5.  MU- 
ton,  Ontario,  C^anada.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  D.  Gimderman.  Suite 
710,  StaUer  Hilton,  Buffalo,  N.Y.  14202. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^  transporting:  Rough  and 
dressed  lumber,  from  ports  of  entry  on 
the  International  Boundary  line  be¬ 
tween  the  United  States  and  Canada 
located  in  New  York  and  Michigan,  to 
points  in  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  and 
Ohio,  for  the  acooimt  of  the  R.  T.  Jones 
Lumber  Company,  Inc.,  of  North  Tona- 
wanda,  N.Y. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Buffalo, 
N.Y. 

No.  MC  133684  (Sub-No.  16),  filed 
August  14,  1975.  Applicant:  GORDON 
FAST  FREIGHT,  INC.,  2205  Pacific 
Highway  East,  Tacoma,  Wash,  98422. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Michael  D. 
Duppenthaler,  Room  515,  Lyon  Bldg., 
607  Third  Avenue,  Seattle,  Wash.  98104. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irreg¬ 
ular  routes,  transporting:  Malt  bever¬ 
ages,  between  points  in  the  Los  Angeles 
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Commercial  Zone  located  In  California 
to  points  41  Everett,  Wai^. 

Non. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Seattle 
or  Everett,  Wash. 

No.  MC  134219  (Sub-No.  7),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7,  1975.  AppUcant:  GEORGE  V. 
D.’AGOSTINO  doing  business  as  AIR- 
LIN  TRUCKING  CO.,  P.O.  Box  264,  Foot 
of  Cutters  Dock  Road,  Woodbridge,  N.J. 
07095.  A^ilicant’s  represoitative:  A. 
David  Millner,  744  Broad  St.,  Suite  2005, 
Newark,  N.J.  07102.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  IroncLfid  steel  bars,  rods,  sheets,  an¬ 
gles,  plates,  and  structural  steel  (except 
steel  building  products),  (1)  from  Har¬ 
rison,  N.J.,  to  points  in  New  York,  N.Y., 
Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  in  1  M.C.C.  665),  (2)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  the  New  York  Commer¬ 
cial  Zone  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
and  points  in  Coimecticut,  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio.  Pennsylvania,  Rhode 
Island,  Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Sovereign  Metals,  Inc.,  of 
New  York,  N.Y. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  common  carrier 
authority  m  MO  134743,  therefore  dual  c^- 
eratlons  may  be  involved.  If  a  hearing  Is 
deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  requests  it 
be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  134692  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  July 
17. 1975.  ApiAicant:  LUCK  TRUCKING. 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  372,  Beaver  Dam,  Wis. 
53916.  Applicant’s  representative:  Nancy 
J.  Johnson,  4506  Regent  Street,  Suite  100, 
Madison,  Wis.  53705.  Autharity  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Paper  and  paper  products,  from 
Beaver  Dam.  Wis.,  to  points  in  the  Unit¬ 
ed  States  (except  Alaska  and  Hawah) ; 
(2)  materials,  equipment,  and  supplies 
used  in  the  manufacture  of  paper  and 
paper  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  from  points  in  the  United  States 
(exc^t  Alaska  and  Hawaii),  to  Beaver 
Dam,  Wis.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  in  (1)  and  (2)  above  with 
K l{L Services,  Inc.;  and  (3)  commodities 
otherwise  exempt  from  economic  regu¬ 
lation  as  described  in  Section  203(b)  (6) 
of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act,  when 
moving  in  the  same  vehicle  with  food 
canning  and  food  packaging  machinery, 
and  amphibious  all-terrain  type  motor 
vdiicles,  as  authorized  in  MC  134692,  and 
paper  and  paper  products,  as  described 
above,  from  Beaver  Dam  and  Randolph, 
Wis.,  to  points  in  the  United  States  (ex¬ 
cept  Alaska  and  Hawaii) . 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Milwaukee, 
Wis.,  or  Chicago,  HI. 

No.  MC  135284  (Sub-No.  3),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1975.  Applicant:  FLEETWOOD 
TRANSPORTATION  CORP.,  520  North 
Seventh  Ave.,  Scranton,  Pa.  18503.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  J.  A.  Kundtz,  1100 
National  City  Bank  Building,  Cleveland, 
C^lo  44114.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Such 


merchandise  as  Is  dealt  in  by  wholesale, 
retail,  and  chain  grocery  and  food  busi¬ 
ness  houses  (except  commodities  in 
bulk).  (1)  from  the  Borough  of  Borden- 
town  and  the  Township  of  Florence,  N.J., 
to  points  in  Connecticut.  Delaware, 
Maryland,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  and  (2)  from  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Penn¬ 
sylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia, 
to  the  Borough  of  Bordentown  and  the 
Township  of  Florence,  N.J.,  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Ag- 
foods,  Inc. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  la  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  It  be  held  at  'Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  135316  (Sub-No.  4),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  AIR 

TRUCK  SERVICE,  INC.,  doing  business 
as  KANAWHA  VALLEY  AIR  FREIGHT, 
Kanawha  Airport,  Charleston,  W.  Va. 
25311.  Applicant’s  representative:  John 
M.  Friedman,  2930  Putnam  Avenue,  Hur¬ 
ricane,  W.  Va.  25526.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 
of  imusual  value.  Classes  A  and  B  ex¬ 
plosives,  household  goods  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  and  commodities  in 
bulk) ,  between  points  in  Kanawha 
County,  W.  Va.,  and  those  in  the  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.,  Commercial  Zone,  those  in 
Putnam  County,  W.  Va.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Cuyahoga 
County,  Ohio,  restricted  to  traffic  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Charles¬ 
ton,  W.  Va.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  135811  (Sub-No.  5).  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  GARDNER 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  320  Woodlawn, 
Box  567,  Wsdterboro,  6.C.  29488.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Theodore  Poly- 
doroff,  ..1250  Connecticut  Avenue  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cured  preserved  meat.  In 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Lansing,  HI.,  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Arizona,  Arkansas,  Cali- 
fomia,  Colorado.  Connecticut,  D^aware, 
Indiana,  Kansas,  Kentucky,  Louisiana, 
Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Missouri,  Nevada,  New  Hamp¬ 
shire,  New  Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New 
York.  Ohio,  Oklahoma,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Ldand,  Tennessee,  Texas,  Ver¬ 
mont,  West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  imder  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Land  O’Frost,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C. 

No.  MC  16343  (Sub-No.  49),  filed 
August  13,  1975.  Ai^licant:  MILTON 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
355.  Milton,  Pa.  17847.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  George  A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele 
Ave.,  Jersey  City,  N.J.  07306.  Auth<»lty 


sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Paper  and  paper  products, 
and  materials,  equipment  and  supplies, 
used  in  the  manufacture  and  sale  of 
P£q>er  products  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  the  facilities  of  Millen 
Industries,  Inc.,  at  Franklin,  Ohio,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Pennsylvania,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Maryland,  West  Virginia,  Virginia,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts,  Illinois,  Michi¬ 
gan,  Indiana,  Rhode  Island,  Alabama, 
(^rgia,  SouUi  Carolina,  North  Carolina, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  restricted 
to  shipments  originating  at  the  above 
origins  and  destined  to  the  above  desti¬ 
nations. 

Note. — Common  con  tool  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C.,  or 
New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  136409  (Sub-No.  3).  filed 
March  31,  1975.  Applicant:  M.  A. 

ELLEFESON  &  SON,  INC.,  doing  busi¬ 
ness  as  ACME  MOVING  &  STORAGE, 
P.O.  Box  5444,  Augusta,  Ga.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Robert  J.  Gallagher, 
1776  Broadway,  New  York,  N.Y.  10019. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Household  goods, 
in  containers,  between  points  in  Burke, 
Emanuel,  Jefferson,  Lincoln,  Richmond, 
Taliaferro.  Wilkes,  Columbia,  Glascock, 
Jenkins,  McDuffie,  Screven,  and  Warren 
Counties,  Ga. ;  and  points  in  Aiken,  Barn¬ 
well,  Hampton,  Allendale^  Edgefield,  and 
McCormick  Coimties,  S.C.,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  shipments  having 
a  prior  or  subsequent  movement,  in  con¬ 
tainers,  beyond  the  points  authorized, 
and  further  restricted  to  the  perform¬ 
ance  of  pickup  and  delivery  service  in 
connection  with  the  paoking,  crating, 
and  containerizatian  or  impacking,  un¬ 
crating,  and  dMontainerlzation  of  such 
shipments. 

Note. — It  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Augusta,  Oa. 

No.  MC  136511  (Sub-No.  5),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1975.  Applicant:  VIRGINIA  AP¬ 
PALACHIAN  LUMBER  CORPORATION, 
P.O.  Box  48,  Big  Islsmd,  Va.  24526.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Frank  B.  Hand 
Jr.,  P.O.  Box  187,  Berryville,  Va.  22611. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Hew  furniture,  (1) 
from  Galax,  Va.,  and  Pulsaki  County,  Va. 
and  Beaufort,  Caldwell,  Graham,  Guil¬ 
ford,  Lee,  Surry,  and  Wilkes  Coimties, 
N.C.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Montana,  Nevada,  New 
Mexico,  Oregon,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming  and  (2)  from  Henry  County, 
Va.  and  Moore  and  Davidson  Counties, 
N.C.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  New  Mexico  and  Wyoming. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washing¬ 
ton.  D.C. 

NO.  MC  136904  (Sub-No.  19) .  filed  Au¬ 
gust  7.  1975.  Applicant:  WORBTER- 
MICHIOAN.  INC.,  RX>.  No.  1,  Gay  Road, 
North  East,  Pa.  16428.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Josei^  F.  Mackrell,  23  West 
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Tenth  St.,  Erie,  Pa.  16501.  Authority 
sought  to  operalie  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuffs,  and  materials, 
supplies,  and  equipment,  used  by  the 
Pood  Processing  Industry,  from  Ijawton 
and  Mattawan,  Mich.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina,  Georgia,  and 
Florida,  restricted  to  shipments  originat¬ 
ing  at  the  warehouses  and  facilities  of 
Welch  Foods,  Inc.,  located  at  the  above- 
named  origins  and  destined  to  the  above- 
named  states. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  involved. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Washington, 
D.C.  or  Buffalo,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  138054  (Sub-No.  11)  (Amend¬ 
ment)  ,  filed  July  30,  1975,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  issue  of  August  21, 
1975,  and  republished  as  amended  this 
issue.  Applicant:  CONDOR  CONTRACT 
CARRIERS,  INC.,  P.O-  Box  1354,  Garden 
Grove,  Calif.  92642.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O.  Box 
82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  installation  of 
floor  coverings,  from  Compton  and 
Azusa,  Calif.,  to  points  in  the  United 
States  (except  Alaska,  California  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  materials,  equipment 
and  supplies  used  in  the  manufacturing, 
production  and  distribution  of  materials, 
equipment  and  supplies  used  in  the  In- 
st^lation  of  floor  coverings,  from  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska, 
California  and  Hawaii) ,  to  Compton  and 
Azusa,  Calif.,  restricted  against  the 
transportation  of  commodities  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  and  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the 
use  of  special  equipment,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  Adhe¬ 
sives  Industries  Mfg.  Company. 

Note. — The  purpose  of  this  republlcation 
Is  to  amend  the  appUcatlon  and  add  part 
(2).  If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the 
appUcant  requests  It  be  held  at  Seattle,  Wash. 

No.  MC  138350  (Sub-No.  2) ,  flled  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1975.  Applicant:  FRANKLIN  O. 
DAVIS,  doing  business  as  WHITE 
PLAINS  TRANSPORTATION,  Box  97, 
White  Plains,  Md.  20695.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  1250 
Connecticut  Avenue  NW.,  Suite  600, 
Washington,  DXJ.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Malt  beverages,  (a) 
frcwn  the  facilities  of  Miller  Brewing  Co., 
located  at  or  near  Syracuse,  N.Y.,  the 
facilities  of  Latrobe  Brewing  Co.,  located 
at  Latrobe,  Pa.,  and  Milwaukee,  Wis.,  to 
Upper  Marlboro,  Md.,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Buck  Dis¬ 
tributing  Co.,  Inc.;  and  (b)  from  Read¬ 
ing,  Pa.,  to  Salisbury,  Md.,  imder  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  or  contracts  with  W.  R. 
Pease  Distributor,  Inc.;  and  (2)  wine 
(except  in  bulk),  (a)  from  Baltimore, 
Md.,  to  Upper  Mariboro,  Md.,  restricted 
to  shipments  having  a  prior  movement 
by  water,  imder  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Buck  Distributing  Co., 


Inc.;  and  (b)  from  Westfield,  N.Y.,  to 
Salisbury,  Md.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  willi  W.  R.  Pease  Dis¬ 
tributor,  Inc. 

Note. — a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  138522  (Sub-No.  1),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1975.  Applicant:  R.  G.  STANKO 
EXPRESS,  INC.,  West  Highway  20,  P.O. 
Box  509,  Gordon,  Nebr.  69343.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Patrick  E.  Quinn,  P.O. 
Box  82028,  Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  car- 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Meats,  meat  prod¬ 
ucts,  and  meat  by-products,  and  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
scribed  in  Sections  A  and  C  of  Appendix 
I  to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
766  (except  hides  and  commodities  In 
bulk) ,  (1)  from  the  facilities  of  Nebraska 
Beef  Packers  Co.,  located  at  or  near  Gor¬ 
don,  Nebr.,  to  points  in  Alabama,  Ari¬ 
zona,  Arkansas,  California,  Connecticut, 
Delaware,  District  o'f  Columbia,  Florida, 
Georgia,  Idaho,  Indiana,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mississippi, 
Montana,  Nevada,  New  Hampshire,  New 
Jersey,  New  Mexico,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Oregon,  Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  South  Carolina,  South  Dakota, 
Tennessee,  Texas,  Utah,  Vermont,  Vir¬ 
ginia,  Washington,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Wyoming,  imder  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  or  contracts  with  Nebraska 
Beef  Packers  Co.,  of  Gordon,  Nebr.;  and 
(2)  from  the  facilities  of  Stanko  Pack¬ 
ing  Company  d/b/a  Nebraska  Beef  Pack¬ 
ers  located  at  or  near  Gering,  Nebr.,  to 
points  in  the  United  States  (except 
Alaska,  Hawaii,  and  Nebraska) ,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts  with 
Stanko  Packing  Company  d/b/a  Ne¬ 
braska  Beef  Packers  of  Gering,  Nebr. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Denver,  Colo.,  or  Omaha,  Nebr. 

No.  MC  189495  (Sub-No.  82) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  I^IC.,  1501  East  8th  Street, 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Herbert  Alan 
Dubin,  1819  H  Street  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20006.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Oil 
Well  drilling  tools,  (1)  from  Houston, 
Tex.,  to  points  in  Colorado,  California, 
Massachusetts,  Maryland,  Oklahoma, 
Kansas,  Missouri,  HKnois,  Michigan, 
Tennessee,  Pennsylvania,  Washington, 
and  Oregon:  (2)  from  Chicago,  Ill.,  Du- 
Bols,  and  Mortonvllle,  Pa.,  and  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  Term.,  to  Houston,  Tex.;  and  (3) 
from  CJhicago,  Ill.,  to  Chattanooga,  Term. 

Note. — ^Applicant  bolds  contract  carrier  au¬ 
thority  In  MC  133106  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  appli¬ 
cant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140000  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
July  22,  1975.  Al^licant:  FIELD  VIEW 


FARM  TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  707 
Derby  Avenue,  Orange,  Conn.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Wflliam  -J.  Meuser,  86 
Oieny  Street,  P.O.  Box  507,  Milford, 
Conn.  06460.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Manufactured  fertilizers,  insecticides, 
Tjoeed  killing  compound,  chlorinated  lime, 
dry.  calcium  salts,  common  salt,  hand 
sprayers,  birdseed  and  outdoor  bird 
feeders  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  Derby,  Conn.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Maine,  New 
Hampshire,  Vermont,  Massachusetts, 
Rhode  Island,  New  York,  New  Jersey, 
and  Pennsylvania,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  Derby  Peed 
Co.,  Inc.,  at  Derby,  Conn.,  and  Per-Mel 
Corporation,  at  Wethersfield,  Conn. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Hartford, 
Conn. 

No.  MC  140468  (Sub-No.  8) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  6,  1975.  Applicant:  DONALD  R. 
BAJEMA  and  GERALD  D.  BAJEMA, 
doing  business  as  RIVERVIEW  DAIRY 
FARMS,  2777  Hillside  Drive,  Grand 
Rapids,  Mich.  49504.  Applicant’s  n^re- 
sentative:  David  E.  Jerome,  22375  Hag¬ 
gerty  Rd.,  P.O.  Box  400,  Northville,  Mich. 
48167.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1)  Dairy 
products  (except  in  bulk),  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
and  (2)  returned  empty  containers,  re¬ 
fused  or  damaged  products,  from  Lan¬ 
sing,  Mich.,  to  retail  outlets  of  Sealtest 
Poods  Division,  Kraftco  Corp.,  located 
in  Lansing,  Ill.;  Valparaiso,  Ind.;  La 
Porte,  Ind.;  and  South  Bend,  Ind. 

Note. — If  «  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
Detroit,  Mich.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140578  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Au¬ 
gust^  1975.  Applicant:  ROBERT  E.  L. 
SMITH  and  SHIRLEY  A.  SMITH,  a 
partnership,  doing  business  as  SMITH 
TRUCKING  COMPANY,  918  Ednor 
Road,  Silver  Spring,  Md.  20904.  Ap- 
phcant’s  representative:  Charles  E. 
Creager,  1329  Pennsylvania  Ave.,  P.O. 
Box  1417,  Hagerstown,  Md.  21740.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Decomposed  hard¬ 
wood  fine,  mulch,  chips,  bark,  shavings, 
and  sawdust,  from  points  in  Fauquier, 
Surry,  Hanover,  Prince  George,  Culpeper, 
Chesterfield,  Dinwiddle,  Charles  City, 
and  New  Kent  Counties,  Va.,  to  points 
in  Delaware,  Maryland,  Pennsylvania, 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C. 

No.  MC  140770  (Sub-No.  1),  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  July  7,  1975,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register  issue  of  August  14, 
1975,  and  republished  as  corrected 
this  issue.  Applicant:  BINGHAMTON- 
ITHACA  EXKIESS,  INC.,  1301  Arterial 
Highway,  P.O.  Box  1133,  Binghamton, 
N.Y.  13902.  Applicant’s  representative: 
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Norman  M.  Plnsky,  345  South  Warren 
Street,  Syracuse.  N.Y.  18202.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  oommon  earriert 
by  motor  vtfhole,  over  regular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities  (m* 
cept  those  of  unusual  value,  classes  A 
and  B  explosives,  houseludd  goods  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Ck>mmissien,  commodities  in 
bulk,  and  those  requiring  special  equip- 
moit) ,  between  Binghamton  and  Ithaca, 
N.Y.:  (a)  From  Bingdiamton,  N.Y.,  over 
New  York  Highway  17  and  also  17C  to 
Owego,  N.Y.,  thence  over  New  York  High¬ 
ways  96  and  96B  to  Ithaca,  N.Y.,  and  also 
(b)  from  Owego.  N.Y.,  over  New  York 
Highway  38  to  jimctlon  New  York  High¬ 
way  79,  thence  over  New  York  Highway 
79  to  Ithaca,  N.Y.,  serving  all  intermedi¬ 
ate  points  and  the  off-route  points  of 
Brooktondale,  Harford,  and  Harford 
MUls.N.Y. 

Note. — The  piirpoee  of  this  correction  is  to 
indioate  the  destination  in  (a)  and  OTigln  In 
(b)  above.  Coxnznon  control  may  be  Involyed. 

If  a  hearlag  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Binghamton  or 
Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  140837  (Sub-No.  1),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  AppUcant:  ANDY  T. 
WIDHOLM,  doing  business  as  ANDY  T. 
WIDHOLM  TRUCK  AND  GRAIN,  12797 
HUlcrest  Drive,  Longmont,  Colo.  80501. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Yhomas  J. 
Burke,  Jr.,  Suite  1600  Lincoln  Center, 
1660  Lincoln  Street,  Denver,  Colo.  80203. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con- 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vdilcle,  over  Ir- 
r^rular  routes,  transporting:  Dry  feed 
and  feed  ingredients  (except  petroleum 
products),  from  points  in  Iowa  and 
Nebraska,  to  points  in  Colorado,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Colorado  Commodity  Traders,  Inc. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  iqjplicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Denver, 
Colo. 

No.  MC  140878  (Sub-No.  1).  filed 
August  13, 1975.  AppUcant:  SOUTHSIDE 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  401  Murry’s 
Avenue,  Alexandria,  Va.  22301.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representaUve:  Henry  U. 
Snav^,  410  Pine  Street,  Vienna,  Va. 
22180.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Heating, 
air  conditioning,  and  ttwnbing  equip¬ 
ment,  materials,  supplies,  parts,  and  ac¬ 
cessories  (except  commodities  in  bulk), 
between  points  in  Delaware,  Maryland. 
New  Jersey,  New  York,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Pennsylvania,  Tennessee,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  and  the  District  of 
Columbia,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Automatic  Equipment 
Sales  of  Virginia,  Inc.,  at  Richmond,  Va. 

Note. — If  e  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Washington, 
DC. 

No.  MC  140908  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1975.  AppUcant:  COMMERCIAL 
&  PACKAGE  DELIVERY  SERVICE, 
INC.,  Route  6,  Box  53-A,  Wilmington, 
N.C.  28401.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Ralph  McDonald,  P.O.  Box  2246,  Ra- 
leifi^,  N.C.  27602.  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodities  (except  those 


of  unusual  value,  c(Hnmodlties  in  bulk, 
dangerous  explosives,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equlinnent,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defin^  by  the  Commis¬ 
sion),  between  CharloHe  and  Raleigh- 
Durham  Airport  (Wake  County).  N.C., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Brunswick,  Duplin,  New  Hanover,  Ons¬ 
low,  and  Pender  Counties,  N.C.,  restricted 

(1)  to  packages  not  to  exceed  150  pounds 
in  weight;  (2)  to  traffic  originating  at  or 
destined  to  Charlotte,  N.C.,  to  traffic 
having  a  prior  or  subsequent  movement 
by  air  or  rail;  and  (3)  as  to  traffic  orig¬ 
inating  at  or  destined  to  Raleigh-Dur- 
ham  Airport  (Wake  County),  N.C.,  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air  transportation;  and 

(2)  refrigeration  equipment  and  air  con¬ 
ditioning  coils,  between  Charlotte,  N.C., 
on  the  one  hand,  and.  on  the  other,  points 
in  Brunswick,  Duplin,  New  Hanover, 
Onslow,  and  Pender  Counties,  N.C.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  having  a  prior  or  sub¬ 
sequent  movement  by  air  or  rail. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Raleigh, 
Wilmington,  or  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  141025  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  AIR  CREW 
TRANSIT,  INC.,  doing  business  as 
GREAT  AMERICAN  STAGEUNE.  One 
West  Thousand  Oaks  Boulevard,  Suite 
14,  Thousand  Oaks.  Calif.  91360.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  James  S.  H^rt 
(same  address  as  applicant).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  General  commodities,  in 
packages  having  a  prior  or  subsequent 
movement  by  air,  between  Agoura,  West- 
lake.  Thousand  Oaks,  and  Newbury, 
Calif.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  the  Los  Angeles  International  Air¬ 
port,  Los  Angeles,  CsdlL 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Camarillo, 
81ml,  or  Los  Angeles,  Calif. 

No.  MC  141033  (Sub-No.  5) .  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  Applicant:  (X>NTINENTAL 
CONTRACT  CARRIER  CORP.,  16045  E. 
Salt  Lake  Ave.,  P.O.  Box  1257,  City  of 
Industry,  Calif.  91749.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  R.  A.  Peterson,  P.O.  Box  81849, 
Lincoln,  Nebr.  68501.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  (1)  Telephone  equipment,  and 
equipment,  materials,  and  supplies  used 
in  the  construction.  Installation,  and 
maintenance  of  telephone  systems,  from 
the  facilities  of  Stromberg-Carlson  lo¬ 
cated  in  Rochester,  N.Y.;  Atlanta,  Ga.; 
Burlingame,  Calif.;  Des  Plaines,  HI.;  N. 
Kansas  City.  Mo.;  Camden,  Ark.;  Ard¬ 
more,  Okla.;  Sparks,  Nev.;  St.  Louis, 
Mo.;  and  Lake  Mary,  Fla.,  to  points  in 
the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) ;  and  (2)  returned  shipments  of 
the  commodities  named  in  (1)  above  and 
equipment,  materials  and  supplies  used 
in  the  manufacture  of  the  commodities 
named  in  (1)  above,  from  points  in  the 
United  States  (except  Alaska  and  Ha¬ 
waii).  to  the  facilities  of  Stromberg- 
Carlson  located  in  Rochester,  N.Y.;  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.;  Burlingame,  Calif.;  Des 
Plaines,  HI.;  N.  Kansas  City,  Mo.;  Cam¬ 


den,  Ark.;  Ardmore,  Okla,;  Sparks,  Nev., 

St.  Louis,  Ma;  and  Lake  Mary,  Fla.,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
shipments  vdilch,  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  special  handling  or  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  and  further  restricted 
against  the  transportation  of  commodi¬ 
ties  in  bulk. 

Note. — Applicant  holds  contract  carrier 
authority  In  MC  124796  and  subs  thereunder, 
therefore  dual  operations  may  be  involved. 
Common  control  may  also  be  involved.  If  a 
hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Washington, 
D.C.,  or  Rochester,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  141118  (Sub-Na  1),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  Applicant:  CLAIRE  LAR¬ 
SON,  Route  3.  Pipestone,  Minn.  56164. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Samuel  Ru- 
benstein,  301  North  5th  St.,  Minneapolis, 
Minn.  55403.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Beer  and  malt  beverages;  and  (2)  re¬ 
turned  empty  containers,  from  Milwau¬ 
kee,  Wls.,  to  Pipestone,  Minn.,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
the  Pepsi  Cola  Bottling  Co.  of  Pipestone, 
Minn.,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
appUcant  requests  it  be  held  at  Minneapolis, 
Minn. 

No.  MC  141122  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  1,  1975.  Applicant:  SENTRY 
TRUCKING  CO.,  me.,  P.O.  Box  901, 
Union,  N.J.  07083.  Applicant’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Paul  J.  Keeler,  P.O.  Box  253, 
South  Plainfield,  N.J.  07080.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Alumina  oxide  plati¬ 
num  catalyst  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  in  barrels,  boxes,  or  packages, 
from  Newark,  N.J.,  to  Delaware  City, 
Del.;  and  (2)  (a)  platinum  chemical 
solution  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehi¬ 
cles)  ,  in  barrels,  boxes,  or  packages,  and 
(b)  alumina,  calcined  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles) ,  in  2,800  poimd  capac¬ 
ity  plastic  bags,  in  straight  or  mixed 
shlpn^ts,  from  Newark,  N.J.,  to  Hunts¬ 
ville,  Ala.,  imder  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Engelhard  Industries 
Division,  Engelhard  Minerals  &  Chemi¬ 
cals  Corp. 

Note. — ^If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Newark,  N.J. 
or  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  141154  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  AiHilicant:  DARRELL  D. 
MADDEN,  doing  business  as  DARRELL 
D.  MADDEN  TRUdONG,  Rural  Route 
#1,  Boone,  Iowa  50036.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Larry  D.  Knox,  900  Hubbell 
Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa  50309.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Component  homes 
and  associated  items,  on  shiiH>er-owned 
trailers,  from  Boone.  Iowa,  to  points  in 
Illinois,  Wisconsin,  IkHnnesota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  Kansas,  and  Missouri, 
under  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts 
with  Sandler-bllt  Homes,  Inc. 

Note.— If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Des 
Moines,  Iowa,  <»■  Omaha,  Nebr. 
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No.  MC  141189  (Sub-No.  2),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  8,  1975.  Applicant:  L  &  L  TRANS¬ 
PORT  CX>.,  INC.,  209  West  Main  St., 
Greenfield,  Ind.  46140.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Robert  W.  Loser,  1009  Chiun- 
ber  of  Comm.  Bldg.,  Indianapolis,  Ind. 
46204.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Propane 
gas,  (1)  from  Tuscola  and  Kankakee, 
Ill.,  and  Todhimter,  Ohio,  to  the  plant 
site  and  storage  facilities  of  Leary’s  Bot¬ 
tle  Gas  Co.,  Inc.,  located  in  Greenfield, 
Ind.;  and  (2)  from  Tuscola  and  Kanka¬ 
kee,  Ill.,  and  Todhimter,  Ohio,  to  the 
plant  site  and  storage  facilities  of  Shelby 
Bottled  Gas  Corp.,  located  at  Shelby- 
ville,  Ind.,  (1)  and  (2)  above  are  to  be 
performed  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Leary’s  Bottle  Gas  Co., 

lnc. ,  and  Shelby  Bottled  Gas  Corp. 

Note. — Ck)minon  control  may  be  involved. 
If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neceg^ary,  applicant 
requests  it  be  held  at  either  Indianapolis, 

lnd. ,  or  Cincinnati,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  141197  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
August  12,  1975.  Applicant:  FLEMING- 
BABCOCK,  INC.,  Box  107,  Platte  City, 
Mo.  64079.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Tom  B.  Kretsinger,  Suite  910  Fairfax 
Bldg.,  101  W.  Eleventh  St.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64105.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Hay¬ 
dite  and  aggregates,  in  dump  vehicles, 
from  Kansas  City  and  New  Market,  Mo., 
to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas,  Nebraska,  and 
Oklahoma. 

Note. — Applicant  seeks  by  this  application 
to  convert  its  Permit  in  MC  113740  and  subs 
thereto,  into  a  Certificate  of  Public  Conven¬ 
ience  and  Necessity.  Common  control  may 
be  Involved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  neces¬ 
sary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Kansas 
City,  Mo. 

No.  MC  141215  (Sub-No.  2),  filed 
August  11,  1975.  Applicant:  C  &  L 
FARMS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  267,  Highland, 
Wls.  53543.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Wayne  W.  Wilson,  329  West  Wilson 
Street,  Madison,  Wis.  53703.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Pipe  and  materials,  equip¬ 
ment  and  supplies  used  or  useful  in  the 
manufacture,  sale.  Installation,  or  dis¬ 
tribution  of  pipe,  between  Highland, 
Wis.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  the  United  States  (except  Alas¬ 
ka  and  Hawaii) . 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Madison 
or  Highland,  Wls. 

No.  MC  141218,  filed  August  4,  1975. 
Applicant:  NUCLEAR  DIAGNOSTIC 
LABORATORIES,  INC.,  J.000  Lower 
South  Street,  PeekskiU,  N.Y.  10566.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Edward  M. 
Alfano  and  John  L.  Alfano,  550  Mamar- 
oneck  Avenue.  Harrison,  N.Y.  10528. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con¬ 
tract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Radioactive 
waste  material  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles),  (1)  from  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
York,  Pennsylvania,  and  Virginia,  to  car¬ 


rier’s  facility  located  at  PeekskiU,  N.Y.; 
and  (2)  from  carrier’s  facUity  located 
at  PeekskiU,  N.Y.,  to  the  Disposal  facili¬ 
ties  located  at  or  near  West  Valley,  N.Y., 
Morehead,  Ky.,  Red  Oak  Township, 
BamweU  County,  S.C.,  and  Sheffield,  HI., 
restricted  to  a  transportation  service  to 
be  performed  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract  or  contracts  with  persons  as  de¬ 
fined  in  Section  203(a)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act  who  are  licensed  by  the 
Nuclear  Regulatory  Commission. 

Note. — Applicant  has  concurrently  filed  a 
motion  to  dismiss  this  application.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  is  deemed  necessary,  the  applicant  re¬ 
quests  it  be  held  at  New  York,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  141230,  filed  July  31,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  CECIL  “SANDY”  BURNETT 
TRUCKING  AND  RADIATOR  SERV¬ 
ICE,  INC.,  R.R.  #2,  Box  30.  Craig  Ave¬ 
nue,  Greendale,  Ind.  47025.  Applicant’s 
representative:  James  T.  Hooper,  Sr.,  31 
East  High  Street,  Lawrenceburg,  Ind. 
47025.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Sand, 
gravel,  bank  run,  sand  and  gravel  aggre¬ 
gate,  rock  and  dirt  or  similar  commodi¬ 
ties  moved  in  dump  trucks,  between  the 
plant  site  of  the  Dearborn  Gravel  Com¬ 
pany,  located  at  or  near  the  town  of 
Greendale,  Dearborn  County,  Ind.;  the 
plant  site  of  the  Harrison  Sand  &  Gravel 
Company  located  at  or  near  Harrison, 
Hamilton  County,  Ohio;  the  plant  site 
of  the  Ohio  Gravel  Company,  located  at 
or  near  Hooven,  Dearborn  County,  Ind.; 
the  plant  site  of  C-Block  of  Indiana,  Inc., 
located  at  or  near  the  city  of  Lawrence¬ 
burg,  Dearborn  County,  Ind.,  and  the 
plant  site  of  the  Top  Quality  Concrete 
Company,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near  the 
city  of  Lawrenceburg,  Dearborn  County, 
Ind.,  under  a  continuing  contract  or 
contracts  with  Dearborn  Gravel  Com¬ 
pany,  Inc.;  C-Block  Inc.,  of  Indiana;  and 
Top  Quality  Concrete  Company,  Inc. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Hamilton 
County,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  141236,  filed  August  6,  1975. 
Applicant:  TWHSrCO  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  145  Talmadge  Road,  Edison,  N.J. 
08817.  Applicant’s  representative:  Bert 
Collins,  Suite  6193,  5  World  Trade  Cen¬ 
ter,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Such  merchandise,  as  is 
dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and  chain 
grocery  and  food  business  houses,  and  in 
connection  therewith,  equipment,  ma¬ 
terials, ^nd  supplies,  used  in  the  conduct 
of  such  business  (except  commodities  in 
bulk),  between  Edison,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  the  New  York, 
N.Y.,  Commercial  Zone,  points  in  New 
Haven  and  Litchfield  Counties,  Conn., 
and  points  in  Orange,  Rockland,  Nassau, 
Suffolk,  Westchester  Counties,  N.Y.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  a  transportation  service  to  be 
performed  under  contract  with  Twin 
County  Grocers,  Inc.,  at  Edison,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  Is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  New  York, 
N.Y. 


No.  MC  141240,  filed  August  8,  1975. 
Applicant:  E.  W.  BALL  DISTRIBUTING, 
9617  Flower  Street,  Bellflower,  Calif. 
90706.  Applicant’s  representative:  (George 
A.  Olsen,  69  Tonnele  Ave.,  Jersey  City, 
N.J.  07306.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Wood  finishes,  varnish,  waxes,  cement 
compounds,  patching  plaster,  and  ma¬ 
terials,  equipment,  and  supplies  used  in 
the  manufacture  and  sales  thereof  (ex¬ 
cept  commodities  in  bulk) ,  (1)  from  Clif¬ 
ton  and  Linden,  N.J.,  and  Peabody,  Mass., 
to  Sparks,  Nev.;  Denver,  Colo.;  Omaha, 
Nebr.;  Los  Angeles  and  San  Francisco, 
Calif.;  Portland,  Oreg.,  and  Seattle, 
Wash.;  and  (2)  from  Sparks,  Nev.,  to 
Omaha,  Nebr.;  St.  Louis,  Mo.;  Chicago, 
Ill.,  and  Clifton,  N.J.,  under  a  continu¬ 
ing  contract  with  Minwax  Co.,  Inc.,  Clif¬ 
ton,  N.J. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  It  be  held  at  either 
New  York,  N.Y.,  or  Washington,  D.C. 

Passenger  Application 

No.  MC  1515  (Sub-No.  204),  filed 
August  4,  1975.  Applicant:  GREY- 

HOUflD  LINES,  INC.,  Greyhound  Tower, 
Phoenix,  Ariz.  85077.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  W.  L.  McCracken  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  regular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Passengers  and  their  baggage,  and 
express  and  newspapers,  in  the  same  ve¬ 
hicle  with  passengers,  (1)  between  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  48  and  Mary¬ 
land  Highway  36  near  P’rostburg,  Md., 
and  Clarksburg,  W.  Va.,  serving  all  in¬ 
termediate  points;  from  the  junction  of 
U.S.  Highway  48  and  Maryland  Highway 
36  over  U.S.  Highway  48  to  jimction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  79,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  79  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
Clarksburg,  W.  Va.,  and  serving  the  off- 
route  points  of  Frostburg,  Md.,  via  un¬ 
numbered  highway,  and  Fairmont,  W. 
Va.,  via  unnumbered  highway  (old  Graf¬ 
ton  Road)  and  return  over  the  same 
route;  (2)  between  New  Orleans,  La.,  and 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  90  and 
Business  Route  U.S.  Highway  90,  serving 
all  intermediate  points:  From  New  Or¬ 
leans,  La.,  via  Business  Route  U.S.  High¬ 
way  90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  90  and 
return  over  the  same  route; 

Restriction;  No  passengers  transported 
whose  entire  ride  is  between  New  Orleans 
and  points  intermediate  to  the  junction 
of  Business  Route  U.S.  Highway  90  and 
U.S.  Highway  90  on  Business  Route  U.S. 
Highway  90;  (3)  between  Saulte  Ste. 
Marie,  Mich.,  and  St.  Ignace,  Mich., 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  From 
Saulte  Ste.  Marie,  Mich.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  75  to  St.  Ignace,  Mich.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route;  (4)  between 
the  junction  of  Interstate  Highway  75 
and  U.S.  Highway  31  south  of  Mackinaw 
City,  Mich.,  and  the  junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  and  Business  Route 
Interstate  Highway  75  south  of  Grayling, 
Mich.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  the  junction  of  Interstate  Highway 
75  and  U.S.  Highway  31  south  of  Mack- 
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inaw  City  over  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
junction  Business  Route  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  south  of  Grayling  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (5)  between  the  junction 
of  Interstate  Highway  75  an^  Business 
Route  Interstate  Highway  75  north  of 
GrayUng,  Mich.,  and  the  jvmction  of  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  75  and  Business  Route 
Interstate  Highway  75  south  of  Grayling, 
Mich.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  tlie  junction  of  Interstate  Highway 
75  and  Business  Route  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75  north  of  Grayling  over  Business 
Route  Interstate  Highway  75  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  75  south  of  Grayling 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (6)  be¬ 
tween  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  27 
and  Interstate  Highway  75  south  of 
Grayling,  Mich.,  and  Bay  City,  Mich., 
serving  all  intermediate  points:  From  the 
jimction  of  U.S.  Highway  27  and  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  75  south  of  Grayling  over 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  10,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  10"to 
Bay  City,  Mich.,  and  return  over  the  same 
route; 

(7)  Between  the  junction  of  U.S. 
Highway  27  and  Business  Route  U.S. 
Highway  27  west  of  Clare,  Mich.,  and  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  10  and  tinnum- 
bered  highway  east  of  Clare,  Mich.,  serv¬ 
ing  all  Intermediate  points:  From  the 
junction  of  U.S.  Highway  27  and  Busi¬ 
ness  Route  U.S.  Highway  27  west  of  Clare 
via  Business  Route  U.S.  Highway  27  to 
Clare,  thence  over  unniunbered  highway 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  10  east  of  Clare 
and  return  over  the  same  route;  (8)  be¬ 
tween  the  jimction  of  U.S.  Highway  10 
and  Business  Route  UB.,  Highway  10 
north  of  Midland,  Mich.,  and  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  U.S.  Highway  10  and  Business 
Route  U.S.  Highway  10  east  of  Midland, 
Mich.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  10 
and  Business  Route  UB.  Highway  10 
north  of  Midland  over  Business  Route 
U.S.  H^hway  10  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  10  east  of  Midland  and  return  over 
the  same  route;  (9)  between  Parkers¬ 
burg,  W.  Va.,  and  the  junction  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77  and  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  near  Kenna,  W.  Va.,  sa-ving  all  In¬ 
termediate  points  including  the  off -route 
point  of  Ripley,  W.  Va.,  via  U.S.  Highway 
33:  Prom  Parkersburg,  W.  Va.,  over  West 
Virginia  Highway  95  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  77,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  77  to  junction  unnumbered 
highway  near  Kenna,  W.  Va.,  serving  the 
off -route  point  of  Ripley,  W.  Va.,  via  UB. 
Highway  33  and  return  over  the  same 
route.  In  conjunction  with  Route  9  ap¬ 
plicant  proposes  to  abandon  portions  of 
its  present  authority  as  follows:  (A) 
Abandon  old  U.S.  Highway  21  between 
Parkersburg,  W.  Va.,  and  Ripley,  W.  Va., 
as  contained  in  MC  1501  Sub  172  (re- 
nmnbered  MC  1515,  Sub  8  not  yet  re¬ 
issued)  Sheet  No.  4;  (B)  Abandon  old 
U.S.  Highway  21  between  Fairplaln  Jxmc- 
tion,  W.  Va.,  and  Kenna,  W.  Va.,  as  con¬ 
tained  in  MC  1501  Sub  172  (renumbered 
MC  1515  Sub  8  not  yet  reissued)  Sheet 
No.  4,  and  abandon  unnumbered  high¬ 
way  between  Kenna,  W.  Va.,  and  the 
junction  of  Interstate  Highway  77  and 
unnumbered  highway  east  of  Kenna, 


W.  Va.,  as  contained  in  MC  1515  Sub  184, 
Sheet  No.  2; 

(C)  Abandon  West  Virginia  Highway 
56  between  the  junction  of  Wests  Vir¬ 
ginia  Highway  56  and  old  U.S.  Highway 
21  and  the  junction  of  West  Virginia 
Highway  56  and  Interstate  Highway  77 
as  contained  in  MC  10501  Sub  172  (re¬ 
numbered  MC  1515  Sub  8  not  yet  reis¬ 
sued),  Sheet  No.  19.*  (10)  Between  the 
jimction  of  Interstate  Highway  77  and 
U.S.  Highway  21  north  of  Pocatalico, 

W.  Va.,  and  the  junction  of  Interstate 
Highway  77  and  U.S.  Highway  near 
Bland,  Va.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  including  the  off-route  points  of 
Princeton,  W.  Va.,  and  Bluefield,  W.  Va. : 
From  the  junction  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  and  U.S.  Highway  21  north  of 
Pocatalico,  W.  Va.,  over  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  via  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  77  and  U.S. 
Highway  21  near  Bland,  Va.,  and  serving 
the  off-route  points  of  Princeton,  W.  Va., 
via  U.S.  Highway  460  and  Bluefield, 
W.  Va.,  via  West  Virginia  Highway  290 
and  return  over  the  same  route.  In  con¬ 
junction  with  Route  10  applicant 
proposes  to  abandon  portions  of  its 
present  authority  as  follows:  (A)  Aban¬ 
don  U.S.  Highway  21  between  the  junc¬ 
tion  of  Interstate  Highway  77  and  UB. 
Highway  21  near  Pocatalico,  W.  Va.,  and 
Charleston,  W.  Va.,  as  contained  in  MC 
1501  Sub  172  (renumbered  MC  1515  Sub 
8  not  yet  reissued)  Sheet  No.  4;  (B) 
Abandon  U.S.  Highway  21  between  Blue¬ 
field,  W.  Va.,  and  Bland,  Va.,  as  con¬ 
tained  in  MC  1501  Sub  172  (renumbered 
MC  1515  Sub  8  not  yet  reissued)  Sheet 
No.  4.*  Applicant  currently  holds  au¬ 
thority  between  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and 
Beckley,  W.  Va.,  and  between  Beckley, 
W.  Va.,  and  Princeton,  W.  Va.,  over 
Interstate  Highway  77  (also  known  as 
the  West  Virginia  TUrnpike)  serving  no 
intermediate  points  as  described  on  page 
2  of  Appendix  VIKc)  in  this  application. 
Authority  sought  in  Proposed  Route  No. 
10  would  allow  applicant  to  serve  all 
intermediate  points  on  Interstate  High¬ 
way  77  between  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  and 
Beckley,  W.  Va.,  and  between  Beckley, 
W.  Va.,  and  Princeton,  W.  Va. 

(11)  Between  Mobile,  Ala.,  and  Pensa¬ 
cola,  Fla.,  serving  all  intermediate  points: 
From  Mobile,  Ala.,  via  Interstate  High¬ 
way  10  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
110,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  110 
to  Pensacola,  Fla.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route.  In  conjunction  with  Route 
No.  11  applicant  proposes  to  abandon  a 
portion  of  its  present  authority  over  U.S. 
Highway  90  between  the  jimction  of  U.S. 
Highway  90  and  Alabama  Highway  59 
near  Robertsdale,  Ala.,  and  the  junction 
of  U.S.  Highway  90  and  Alabama  County 
Highway  87  as  contained  in  MC  1515 
Sub  6,  Sheet  No.  23. 

Note. — Commou  control  may  be  Involved. 
If  a  bearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  the  ap¬ 
plicant  requests  It  be  held  at  Washington, 
D.C.,  Morgantown  or  Charleston,  W.  Va.,  or 
Detroit,  Mich. 

No.  MC  141053  (Sub-No.  2) ,  filed  Au¬ 
gust  11,  1975.  Applicant:  EINSEC  SERV¬ 
ICE  CORPORATION,  1927  York  Road, 
Timonium,  Md.  21093.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 


sentative:  Robert  J.  Weiss  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting : 
Passengers  and  their  baggage,  in  the 
same  vehicle  with  passengers,  between 
Wallops  Island,  Va.,  and  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia,  New  York,  Pennsylvania,  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia,  under  a  continuing 
contract  or  contracts  with  National 
Aeronautics  and  Space  Administration. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  either 
Baltimore,  Md.,  or  Washington,  D;C. 

Water  Carrier  Application 

No.  W  1289  (Sub-No.  1) ,  filed  August  7, 
1975.  AppUcant:  RAZ  INLAND  NAVI¬ 
GATION  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  19526, 
Portland,  Oreg.  97219.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  James  H.  Sanders,  7296  SW. 
21st  Ave.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97219.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  Engage  in  operation,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  water  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  general  commodities,  in  standard 
intermodal  containers  or  truck  trailers, 
empty  standard  intermodal  containers  or 
truck  trailers,  and  other  general  cargo, 
by  self-propelled  and  non-self -propelled 
vessels,  between  ports  and  pojnts  along 
the  Columbia-Snake  River  System,  from 
Astoria,  Oreg.,  to  Clarkston-Lewiston  on 
the  Washington-Idaho  line. 

Note. — If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
the  applicant  requests  it  be  held  at  Portland, 
Oreg. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEAL]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

|PR  Doc.75  23458  Filed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  31] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  ALTERNATE  ROUTE 
DEVIATION  NOTICES 

August  29,  1975. 

The  following  letter-notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  (except  as  otherwise  specifically 
noted,  each  applicant  states  that  there 
will  be  no  significant  effect  on  the  qual¬ 
ity  of  the  human  environment  resulting 
from  approval  of  Its  application) ,  to  op¬ 
erate  over  deviation  routes  for  operating 
convenience  only  have  been  filed  with 
the  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
under  the  Commission’s  Revised  Devia¬ 
tion  Rules -Motor  Carriers  of  Property, 
1969  (49  CFR  1042.4(c)  (11) )  and  notice 
thereof  to  all  interested  persons  is  hereby 
given  as  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (ID). 

Protests  against  the  use  of  any  pro¬ 
posed  deviation  route  herein  described 
may  be  filed  with  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission  in  the  manner  and 
form  provided  in  such  rules  (49  CFR 
1042.4(c)  (12) )  at  any  time,  but  will  not 
operate  to  stay  commencement  of  the 
proposed  operations  unless  filed  on  or 
before  October  3,  1975. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  under  the  Commission’s  Re¬ 
vised  Deviation  Rules — ^Motor  Carriers 
of  Property,  1969,  will  be  numbered  c(m- 
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secutively  for  convenience  in  identifica¬ 
tion  and  protests,  if  any,  should  refer  to 
such  letter-notices  by  number. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  1924  (Deviation  No.  1),  WAL- 
LACE-COLVIIiLE  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  N.  400  Sycamore  St.,  P.O.  Box  3383, 
Terminal  Annex,  Spokane,  Wash,  99220, 
filed  July  15,  1975.  Carrier’s  representa¬ 
tive:  Jerry  R.  Woods,  620  Blue  Cross 
Bldg.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by 
motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodities, 
with  certain  exceptions,  over  deviation 
routes  as  follows:  (1)  From  Spokane, 
Wash.,  over  U.S.  Highway  10  to  jimction 
Montana  Highway  461  near  St.  Regis, 
Mont.,  thence  over  Montana  Highway 
461  to  junction  Montana  Highway  200, 
thence  over  Montana  Highway  200  to 
junction  Montana  Highway  28,  thence 
over  Montana  Highway  28  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  93,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  93  to  Kalispell,  Mont.,  and  (2)  From 
Spokane,  Wash.,  over  U.S.  Highway  10 
to  junction  Idaho  Highway  4,  thence  over 
Idaho  Highway  4  to  jimction  unnum¬ 
bered  Montana  Highway  thence  over  im- 
numbered  Montana  highway  to  junction 
Montana  Highway  200  at  Thompson 
Falls,  Mont.,  thence  over  Montana  High¬ 
way  200  to  junction  Montana  Highway 
28,  thence  over  Montana  Highway  28  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  93,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  93  to  Kalispell,  Mont.,  and 
return  over  the  same  routes  for  operat¬ 
ing  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  author¬ 
ized  to  transport  the  same  commodities 
over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  follows: 
From  Spokane,  Wash.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  195  to  Sandpolnt,  Idaho,  thence 
over  U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  2 
to  Kalispell,  Mont.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  1924  (Deviation  No.  2) ,  WAL- 

lac:e-<X)lville  motor  freight, 
INC.,  N.  400  Sycamore  St.,  P.O.  Box 
3383,  Terminal  AnneXr  Spokane,  Wash. 
99220,  filed  July  15,  1975.  Carrier’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Jerry  R.  Woods,  620  Blue 
Cross  Bldg.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201.  Car¬ 
rier  proposed  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a 
deviation  route  as  follows:  Prom  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  10  and  Washington 
Highway  27  over  Washington  Highway 
27  to  junction  unnumbered  Washington 
highway  near  Rockford,  Wash.,  thence 
over  unnumbered  Washington  highway 
to  the  Washington-Idaho  State  line, 
thence  over  Idaho  Highway  58  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  95  and  return  over  the 
same  route  for  operating  convenience 
only.  The  notice  indicates  that  the  car¬ 
rier  is  presently  authorized  to  transport 
the  same  commodities  over  a  pertinent 
service  route  as  follows:  From  junction 
U.S.  Highway  10  and  Washington  High¬ 
way  27  over  U.S.  Highway  10  to  Ctoeur 
D’Alene,  Idaho,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  95  to  junction  Idaho  Highway  58 
and  return  over  the  same  route. 


No.  MC  1924  (Deviation  No.  3),  WAL- 
LACE-COLVILLE  MOTOR  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  N.  400  Sycamore  St.,  P.O.  Box  3383, 
Terminal  Annex,  Spokane,  Wash.  99220, 
filed  August  18, 1975.  Carrier’s  represent¬ 
ative:  Jerry  R.  Woods,  620  Blue  Cross 
Bldg.,  Portland,  Oreg.  97201.  Carrier  pro¬ 
poses  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  of  general  commodi¬ 
ties,  with  certain  exceptions,  over  a  de¬ 
viation  route  as  follows:  Prom  junction 
U.S.  Highway  95  and  Montana  Highway 
200  over  Montana  Highway  200  to  junc¬ 
tion  Montana  Highway  202,  thence  over' 
Montana  Highway  202  to  junction  U.S, 
Highway  2  and  return  over  the  same 
route  for  operating  convenience  only.  The 
notice  indicates  that  the  carrier  is  pres¬ 
ently  authorized  to  transport  the  same 
commodities  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  Sandpoint,  Idaho, 
over  U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  2 
to  junction  Montana  Highway  202  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  26739  (Deviation  No.  39), 
CROUCH  FREIGHT  SYSTEMS,  INC,, 
P.O.  Box  1059,  St.  Joseph,  Mo.  64502,  filed 
August  18,  1975.  Carrier  proposes  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  of  general  commodities,  with  cer¬ 
tain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route  as 
follows:  From  Chicago,  Ill.,  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  94  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  57,  thence  over  Interstate 
Highway  57  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  24, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  24  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  150,  thence  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  150  to  junction  Interstate  Highway 
74,  thence  over  Interstate  Highway  74 
to  junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
over  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  over  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  Minneapolis,  Minn., 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  op¬ 
erating  convenience  only.  The  notice  in¬ 
dicates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 
ties  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as  fol¬ 
lows:  From  Chicago,  Ill.,  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  to  Springfield,  Ill.,  thence  over 
U.S.  Highway  36  to  St,  Joseph,  Mo., 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  71  to  Auburn, 
Iowa,  thence  over  Iowa  Highway  175  to 
junction  Iowa  Highway  4,  thence  over 
Iowa  Highway  4  to  the  lowa-Mlnnesota 
State  line,  thence  over  Minnesota  High¬ 
way  4  to  St.  James,  Minn.,  thence  over 
combined  Minnesota  Highways  30  and  00 
to  Mankato,  Minn.,  thence  over  U.S. 
Highway  169  to  Minneapolis,  Minn.,  and 
return  over  the  same  route. 

No.  MC  106163  (Deviation  No.  1), 
ET&WNC  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY  OF  ARKANSAS,  132  Legion 
Street,  Johnson  City,  Tenn.  37601,  filed 
August  20,  1975.  Carrier  proposes  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  of  general  commodities,  with 
certain  exceptions,  over  a  deviation  route 
as  follows:  From  West  Crossett,  Ark., 
over  U.S.  Highway  82  to  Texarkana,  Ark., 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  the  same  commodi¬ 


ties,  over  a  pertinent  service  route  as 
follows:  From  West  Crossett,  Ark.,  over 
U.S.  Highway  82  to  junction  Arkansas 
Highway  81,  thence  over  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  81  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  65, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  65  to  Pine 
Bluff,  Ark.,  thence  over  U.S.  Highway 
270  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  30, 
thence  over  Interstate  Highway  30  to 
Texarkana,  Ark.,  and  return  over  the 
same  route. 

No.  MC  134303  (Deviation  No.  1), 
O’HARE  WISCONSIN  LIMOUSINE 
SERVICE,  INC.,  530  S.  Michigan  Ave., 
Chicago,  Ill.  60605,  filed  August  20,  1975. 
Carrier’s  representative:  Allan  C.  Zuck- 
erman,  39  S.  LaSalle  St.,  Chicago,  HI. 
60603.  Carrier  proposes  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  of 
passengers  and  their  baggage,  and  ex¬ 
press  and  newspapers  in  the  same  vehicle 
with  passengers,  over  a  deviation,  route 
as  follows:  From  O’Hare  International 
Airport,  Chicago.  Ill.,  over  Interstate 
Highway  90  west  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  31,  thence  north  along  Illinois 
Highway  31  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
and  return  over  the  same  route  for  oper¬ 
ating  convenience  only.  The  notice  indi¬ 
cates  that  the  carrier  is  presently  au¬ 
thorized  to  transport  passengers  and  the 
same  property,  over  a  pertinent  service 
route  as  follows:  From  O’Hare  Inter¬ 
national  Airport,  Chicago,  Ill.,  over  U.S. 
Highway  12  to  junction  Illinois  High¬ 
way  31,  and  return  over  the  same  route. 

By  the  Commission. 

[seal]  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-23463  Filed  9-3-75;8:46  am] 


[Notice  No.  69] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  APPLICATIONS  AND 
CERTAIN  OTHER  PROCEEDINGS 

August  29, 1975. 

The  following  publications  include 
motor  carrier,  water  carrier,  broker, 
freight  forwarder  and  rail  proceedings 
indexed  as  follows:  (1)  grants  of  au¬ 
thority  requiring  republlcatlon  prior  to 
certification;  (2)  notices  of  filing  of 
petitions  for  modification  of  existing  au¬ 
thorities;  (3)  new  operating  right’s  ap¬ 
plications  directly  related  to  and  proc¬ 
essed  on  a  consolidated  record  with  fi¬ 
nance  applications  filed  under  Sections 
5(2)  and  212(b) ;  (4)  notices  of  filing  of 
Sections  5(2)  and  210a(b)  finance  ap¬ 
plications;  and  (5)  notices  of  filing  of 
Section  212(b)  transfer  applications. 

Each  applicant  (except  as  otherwise 
^  specifically  noted)  states  that  there  will 
be  no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of 
the  human  environment  resulting  from 
approval  of  its  application  in  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  49  C.F.R. 
§  1100.250. 

Protests. to  the  granting  of  the  re¬ 
quested  authority  must  be  filed  with  the 
Commission  on  or  before  October  3, 1975 
(unless  otherwise  specified) .  F^ure 
seasonably  to  file  a  protest  will  bo  con¬ 
strued  as  a  waiver  of  opposition  and  par¬ 
ticipation  in  the  proceeding.  A  protest 
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should  comply  with  section  247(d)  or 
section  240(c)  as  appn^riate  of  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  General  Rules  of  Practice  which 
requires  that  it  set  forth  specifically  the 
grounds  upon  which  it  is  made,  contain  a 
detailed  statement  of  protestant’s  inter¬ 
est  in  the  proceeding  (including  a  copy 
of  the  specific  portions  of  its  authority 
which  Protestant  believes  to  be  in  confilct 
with  that  sought  in  the  application,  and  a 
detailed  description  of  the  metho<^- 
whether  by  joinder,  interline,  or  other 
means — by  which  protestant  would  use 
such  authority  to  provide  all  or  part  of 
the  service  proposed),  and  shall  specify 
with  particularity  the  facts,  matters,  and 
things  relied  upon,  but  shall  not  include 
Issues  or  allegations  phrased  generally. 
Protests  not  in  reasonable  compliance 
with  the  requirements  of  the  rules  may  be 
rejected.  The  original  and  one  (1)  copy 
of  the  protest  (except  for  petitions  and 
Finance  Dockets  under  Rule  40  requiring 
the  original  and  six  (6)  copies  of  the  pro¬ 
test)  shall  be  filed  with  the  Commission, 
and  a  copy  shall  be  served  concurrently 
upon  applicant’s  or  petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative,  or  applicant  or  petitioner  if  no 
representative  is  named.  If  the  protest 
includes  a  request  for  oral  hearing,  such 
requests  shall  meet  the  requirements  of 
section  247(d)(4)  or  section  240(c)(4) 
of  the  special  rules,  and  shall  Include  the 
certification  required  therein. 

No.  MC  96324  (Sub-No.  24)  (RepubU- 
cation) ,  filed  October  23,  1973,  and  pub¬ 
lished  In  the  Federal  Register  issues  of 
December  13, 1973  and  January  15, 1975, 
and  r^ublished  this  issue.  Applicant: 
GENERAL  DELIVERY,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
1816,  Faimont,  W.Va.  26554.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Harold  G.  Hemly,  Jr.,  118 
North  St.  Asaph  Street,  Alexandria,  Va. 
22314.  An  Order  of  the  Commission,  Di¬ 
vision  1,  Acting  as  an  ^q>pdlate  Division, 
dated  July  29, 1975,  and  served  August  6, 
1975,  finds  that  the  preset  and  future 
public  convenience  and  necessity  require 
operation  by  applicant,  in  Interstate  or 
foreign  cwnmerce,  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  containers  and  closures  therefor,  (1) 
from  Winchester,  Va.,  Cumberland,  Md., 
and  Short  Gap  and  Martinsburg,  W.  Va., 
to  points  In  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Maine,  Maryland,  Massachusetts, 
New  Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  Vermcmt,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 
and  (2)  from  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  to 
points  In  Kentucky,  North  Carolina, 
Ohio,  Virginia,  and  West  Virginia,  that 
the  authority  herein  granted,  to  the  ex¬ 
tent  that  it  duplicates  applicant’s  exist¬ 
ing  authority,  shall  not  be  construed  as 
conferring  more  than  a  single  operating 
right;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rules  ^nd  regulations  there¬ 
under. 

The  p\irpose  of  this  publication  is  to 
indicate  that  the  authority  granted  has 
been  modified  by  deleting  the  phrase  “re¬ 
stricted  In  (1)  and  (2)  above  to  the 
transportation  of  traffic  originating  at 


and  destined  to  the  Indicated  destina¬ 
tions’’.  Because  It  is  possible  that  other 
parties  who  have  relied  up<»i  the  notice 
of  the  application  as  published,  may  have 
an  Interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced 
by  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  authority 
described  above,  issuance  of  a  certificate 
in  this  proceeding  will  be  withheld  for  a 
period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publicaticm  of  the  authority  actually 
granted,  during  which  period  any  prc^r 
party  in  interest  may  file  an  appropriate 
petition  for  intervention  or  other  relief 
in  this  proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  precise  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  107515  (Sub-No.  887)  (Re¬ 
publication)  ,  filed  December  6,  1973  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  March  7/  1974,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
TRANSPORT  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  308, 
Forest  Park,  Ga.  30050.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Alan  E.  Serby,  P.O.  Box  872, 
Atlanta,  Ga.  30301.  An  Initial  Decision  of 
the  Commission,  Administrative  Law 
Judge  Edward  J.  Reidy,  served  Jime  10, 
1975,  Vhich  became  the  Order  of  the 
Commissicoi  July  10, 1975,  served  July  18, 
1975,  finds  that,  operation  by  applicant, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting  (1)  food¬ 
stuffs  and  meats,  meat  products  and  meat 
by-products  (except  in  bulk,  and  except 
canned  citnis  products) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeraticm, 
and  (2)  canned  citrus  products,  in  mixed 
loads  toith  cUrtis  products,  frozen,  and/or 
citrus  products  not  canned  and  not  fro¬ 
zen  (except  in  bulk) ,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
points  in  Florida,  to  points  in  Alabama, 
Aricansas,  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Geor¬ 
gia,  Blinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Ken¬ 
tucky,  Loiiislana.  Maryland,  Massachu¬ 
setts,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Missouri, 
Nebraska,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  North 
Carolina,  North  Dakota,  Ohio,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Pennsylvania,  ^ode  Island, 
South  C^arolina,  South  Dakota,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  re¬ 
stricted  against  tacking  and  further  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportation  of 
canned  vegetables  frcnn  points  in  Florida 
to  points  in  North  Carolina,  South  Caro¬ 
lina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Maryland,  Delaware,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  to  perform  the  service  for  which 
authority  is  granted,  and  to  conform  to 
the  requirements  of  the  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Act,  and  the  rules  and  regulations 
promulgated  thereunder 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
eliminate  the  following  gateways  pres¬ 
ently  being  observed  by  applicant:  Tif- 
ton,  Ga.,  for  transportation  of  frozen 
foods  to  points  in  South  Carolina,  North 
C^arolina,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Mary¬ 
land,  Delaware,  Connecticut,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Ohio,  Illinois,  Indiana,  Mich¬ 
igan,  Kentucky,  Tennessee,  Alabama, 
Rhode  Island,  Massachusetts,  Louisiana, 
Texas,  and  the  District  of  Columbia; 


Gainesville,  Ga.,  for  the  transportation 
of  frozen  foods  to  points  in  Texas,  O^- 
homa,  Arkansas,  Missouri,  Nebraska, 
Iowa,  Minnesota,  Wisconsin,  Illinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Michigan,  Ohio,  and  Kentucky; 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  for  the  transportation  of 
frozen  citrus  products  to  points  in  Kan¬ 
sas,  Arkansas,  Illinois,  Michigan,  Ohio, 
Oklahoma,  and  Texas;  Louisville,  Ky., 
for  transportation  of  chilled  citrus  prod¬ 
ucts  from  plant  site  of  Pood  Specialities 
of  Kentuc^  to  points  in  Alabama,  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Georgia-Hlinois,  In¬ 
diana,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Maryland,  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Michigan,  Mlimesota,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Missouri,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
North  Carolina,  <%io,  Pennsylvania, 
Rhode  Island,  South  C^arolina,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wisconsin, 
and  the  District  of  Columbia,  and  mixed 
loads  of  chilled  and  frozen  idtrus  prod¬ 
ucts  to  points  in  Minnesota,  Iowa,  West 
Virginia,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  New  York,  Massachusetts,  Con¬ 
necticut  and  Rhode  Island;  Doraville, 
Ga.,  for  the  transportation  ol  meat  to 
points  in  South  Carolina,  North  Carolina, 
Tennessee,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  and  Tennessee;  GatesvlUe,  N.C.,  for 
the  transportation  of  meat  to  points  in 
Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Illinois,  Tennes¬ 
see,  Michi^n,  Indiana,  Kentucky,  North 
Carolina.  South  C^arolina,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  Pennsylvania,  Ohio,  Maryland. 
Delaware,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  Rhode 
Island,  Connecticut,  New  Hampshire, 
Vermont,  Massachusetts,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia;  Madison.  Tenn.,  plant- 
sites  of  Odoms  Sausage  Co.  for  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  meat  to  points  in  Illinois, 
Indiana,  Iowa,  Michigan,  Minnesota. 
Missouri,  Pennsylvania,  Virginia,  West 
Virginia,  and  Wisconsin;  Adalrville,  Ky., 
for  the  transportation  of  meat  to  points 
in  Alabama,  Georgia,  North  Carolina, 
Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Oklahoma  and 
Texas;  Bristol,  Va.,  for  transportation  of 
meat  to  points  in  Kentucky  and  Illinois; 

Kansas  City,  Mo.-Kansas  Cfity,  Kansas, 
Commercial  Zone  for  the  transportation 
of  frozen  vegetables  to  points  In  Illinois, 
Iowa,  WiscMisin,  Minnesota,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  South  Dakota,  and  Nebraska.  Be¬ 
cause  it  is  possible  that  other  parties 
who  have  relied  upon  the  notice  of  the 
application  as  published,  may  have  an 
Interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced  by 
the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  authority 
described  above,  issuance  of  a  certificate 
in  this  proceeding  will  be  withheld  for  a 
period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication  of  the  authority  actually 
granted,  during  which  period  any  proper 
party  in  Interest  may  file  an  appr(^riate 
petition  for  intervention  or  other  relief 
in  this  proceeding  setting  forth  In  detail 
the  precise  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  116645  (Sub-No.  16)  (Republi¬ 
cation)  ,  filed  November  5, 1973,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
January  3,  1974,  and  republished  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant:  DAVIS  TRANSPORT 
(X>.,  a  corporation,  P.O.  Box  56,  Gilcrest, 
Colo.  80623.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Marion  P.  Jones,  1600  Lincoln  Center, 
Denver,  Colo.  80623.  A  Report  and  Order 
of  the  Commission,  Review  Board  Num- 
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ber  2,  dated  July  25, 1975,  and  served  Au¬ 
gust  12,  1975,  finds,  that  the  present  and 
futui’e  public  convenience  and  necessity 
require  operation  by  applicant,  in  inter¬ 
state  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  (1)  of  animal  and  vegetable  oils, 
and  blends  thereof,  in  bulk,  from  Denver, 
Colo.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  California, 
Idaho,  Illinois,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Minnesota, 
Missouri,  Montana,  Nebraska,  Nevada, 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  Oregon,  Texas, 
Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming,  North  Da¬ 
kota.  and  South  Dakota;  and  (2)  of  vege¬ 
table  oils,  in  bulk,  from  Stuttgart,  Ark., 
and  points  in  California,  Ilhnois  (except 
Decatur  and  Wills  County) ,  Minnesota 
(except  Minneapolis),  Oregon,  and 
Texas,  to  Denver,  Colo.;  that  applicant 
is  fit,  willing,  and  able  to  properly  to  per¬ 
form  such  service  and  to  conform  to  the 
requirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  regu¬ 
lations  thereimder. 

The  purpose  of  this  republication  is  to 
indicate  that  Stuttgart,  Ark.,  has  been 
added  as  an  origin  point  in  part  (2)  of 
the  application.  Because  it  is  possible  that 
other  parties  who  have  relied  upon  the 
notice  of  the  application  as  published, 
may  have  an  interest  in  and  would  be 
prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper  notice 
of  the  authority  described  above,  issu¬ 
ance  of  a  certificate  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  withheld  for  a  period  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication  of  the 
authority  actually  granted,  during  which 
period  any  proper  party  in  interest  may 
file  an  appropriate  petition  for  interven¬ 
tion  or  other  relief  in  this  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  man¬ 
ner  in  which  it  has  been  so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  117478  (Sub-No.  4),  (Repub- 
llcation),  filed  July  13,  1973,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of 
December  6,  1973,  as  MC  60465  (Sub-No. 
8) ,  and  republished  this  issue.  Applicant; 
SPERRY  TRANSPORTATION  COM¬ 
PANY,  a  corporation,  907  P  Street,  P.O. 
Box  468,  CSiarles  City,  Iowa.  Applicant’s 
representative:  ’Thomas  E.  Leahy,  Jr., 
900  Hubbell  Building,  Des  Moines,  Iowa 
50309.  A  Second  Supplemental  Order  of 
the  Commission,  Operating  Rights 
Board,  dated  August  1,  1975,  and  served 
August  18,  1975,  finds,  that  the  present 
and  future  public  convenience  and  neces¬ 
sity  require  operation  by  applicant,  in  in¬ 
terstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  rout^,  of  castings,  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  White  Farm  Equipment  Com¬ 
pany  at  or  near  Charles  City,  Iowa,  to 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  norto  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Illinois-Mlssouri  State 
line  near  Alton,  Ill.,  and  extending  along 
Illinois  Highway  140  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  the  Illlnois-Indiana  State  line,  re¬ 
stricted  to  the  transportation  of  traffic 
originating  at  said  facilities  and  destined 
to  points  In  the  specified  destination  ter¬ 
ritory;  that  applicant  Is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  rule  and  regulations  there¬ 
under.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  republication 


is  to  indicate  that  the  contract  carrier 
authority  requested  in  MC  60465  (Sub- 
No.  8)  has  been  changed  to  common  car¬ 
rier  authority,  to  be  issued  under  MC 
117478  (Sub-No.  4).  Because  it  is  pos¬ 
sible  that  other  parties  who  have  relied 
upon  the  notice  of  the  application  as  pub¬ 
lished,  may  have  an  interest  in  and  would 
be  prejudiced  by  the  lack  of  proper  no¬ 
tice  of  the  authorij,y  described  above,  is¬ 
suance  of  a  Certificate  in  this  proceeding 
will  be  withheld  for  a  period  of  30  days 
from  the  date  of  this  publication  of  the 
authority  actually  granted,  during  which 
period  any  proper  party  in  interest  may 
file  an  appropriate  petition  for  interven¬ 
tion  or  other  relief  in  this  proceeding 
setting  forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner 
in  which  it  has  been  so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  140538  (Sub-No.  2)  (Republi¬ 
cation)  ,  filed  February  21, 1975,  and  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register  Issue  of 
March  27,  1975,  and  republished  this  is¬ 
sue.  Applicant;  LESLIE  NORMAN 
FRED,  doing  business  as  NORMAN 
FRED,  Desoto,  Ill.  62924.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  John  G.  Gilbert,  P.O.  Box 
1058,  231  West  Main  Street,  Carbondale, 
Ill.  62901.  An  Order  of  the  Commission 
Operating  Rights  Board,  dated  July  15, 
1975,  and  served  August  15,  1975,  finds, 
that  we  find,  that  operation  by  applicant, 
in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce,  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  of  (1)  dairy  products, 
between  Carbondale,  Ill.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  St. 
Louis,  Cape  Girardeau,  Scott,  Mississippi, 
and  Stoddard  Coimties,  Mo.;  (2)  dairy 
products,  from  Carbondale,  Ill.,  to  Para- 
gould.  Ark.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
or  contracts  with  Prairie  Farms  Dairy, 
Inc.,  will  be  consistent  with  the  public 
interest  and  the  national  transportation 
policy;  that  applicant  is  fit,  willing,  and 
able  properly  to  perform  such  service  and 
to  conform  to  the  requirements  of  the 
Interstate  Commerce  Act  and  the  Com- 
missfon’s  rules  and  regulations  there¬ 
imder.  The  purpose  of  this  republication 
is  to  indicate  that  Paragould,  Ark.,  has 
been  added  as  a  destination  point  in  (2) 
above.  Because  it  Is  possible  that  other 
parties  who  have  relied  upon  the  notice 
of  the  application  as  published,  may  have 
an  Interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced  by 
the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  authority 
described  aixive,  issuance  of  a  permit  in 
this  proceeding  will  be  withheld  for  a 
period  of  30  days  from  the  date  of  this 
publication  of  the  authority  actually 
granted,  during  which  period  any  proper 
party  in  interest  may  file  an  appropriate 
petition  for  intervention  or  other  relief 
in  this  proceeding  setting  forth  in  detail 
the  precise  manner  in  which  it  has  been 
so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  140548  (Sub-No.  2)  (Repub¬ 
lication),  filed  February  24,  1975,  and 
published  in  the  Federal  Register  issue 
of  April  3,  1975,  and  republished  this 
issue.  Applicant:  FRANK  PAGE,  doing 
business  as  FRANK  PAGE  ’TRUCKING 
CO.,  P.O.  Box  442,  Buffalo,  Okla.  73834, 
Applicant’s  representative:  G.  Timothy 
Armstrong,  280  National  Foundation  Life 
Building,  3535  Northwest  58th  Street, 
Oklahoma  City,  Okla.  73112.  An  Order 


of  the  Commission,  Operating  Rights 
Board,  dated  July  24,  1975,  and  served 
August  11,  1975,  finds  that  the  pres¬ 
ent  and  future  public  convenience  and 
necessity  require  operation  by  appli¬ 
cant,  in  interstate  or  foreign  commerce 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  granulated  min¬ 
erals  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles), 

(1)  from  the  facilities  of  U.S.  Soil,  Inc., 
near  Salida,  Colo.,  to  points  in  Kansas 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  81,  and 
points  in  Oklahoma  and  west  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35;  and  (2)  from  [>oints 
in  Kansas  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  81 
to  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  35;  that  applicant  is 
fit,  willing,  and  able  properly  to  perform 
such  service  and  to  conform  to  the  re¬ 
quirements  of  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Act  and  the  Commission’s  rules  and  reg¬ 
ulations  thereimder.  The  purpose  of  this 
republication  is  to  indicate  that  the 
proper  designation  of  the  origin  in  part 
(1)  is  the  faculties  of  U.S.  Soils,  Inc., 
rather  than  “SoU  and  Earth  Products 
Co.”  Because  it  is  possible  that  other 
parties  who  have  relied  upon  the  notice 
of  the  appUcation  as  publi^ed,  may  have 
an  interest  in  and  would  be  prejudiced 
by  the  lack  of  proper  notice  of  the  au¬ 
thority  described  above,  issuance  of  a 
certificate  in  this  proceeding  will  be 
withheld  for  a  period  of  30  days  from  the 
date  of  this  publication  of  the  authority 
actuaUy  granted,  during  which  period 
any  proper  party  in  Interest  may  file  an 
appropriate  petition  for  intervention  or 
other  relief  in  this  proceeding  setting 
forth  in  detail  the  precise  manner  in 
which  it  has  been  so  prejudiced. 

No.  MC  47662  (Sub-No.  5)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  modify  commodity 
description),  filed  August  7,  1975.  Peti¬ 
tioner:  MacEVOY,  INC.,  MUnor  and 
Bleigh  Sts.,  PhUadelphia,  Pa.  19136.  Peti¬ 
tioner’s  representative:  Alan  Kahn, 
Suite  1920,  2  Penn  Center  Plaza,  PhUa^ 
delphia,  Pa.  19102.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  common  carrier  operating  rights 
to  be  issued  in  MC  47662  (Sub-No.  5) 
which  were  consummated  July  2, 1975,  in 
MC-PC-75560,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion,  as  pertinent,  over  irregular  routes, 
of  heavy  machinery,  between  points  in 
New  Jersey,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
and  Pennsylvania.  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  to  modify  the  com¬ 
modity  description  in  the  above-de¬ 
scribed  authority  so  as  to  read,  commodi¬ 
ties,  the  transportation  of  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  requires  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment  or  sF>ecial  handling,  self- 
propelled  articles,  each  weighing  15,000 
pounds  or  more,  and  related  machinery, 
tools,  parts,  and  supplies  moving  in  con¬ 
nection  therewith,  restricted  to  commod¬ 
ities  which  are  transported  on  trailers. 
Any  interested  person  or  persons  desiring 
to  participate  may  file  an  original  and 
six  copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  fr^ 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  I^deral 
Register. 

No.  MC  108461  (Notice  of  filing  of  peti¬ 
tion  to  remove  restriction) ,  filed  August  4, 
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1975.  Petitioner:  WHITFIELD  TRANS¬ 
PORTATION.  INC.,  P.O.  Drawer  15469, 
Salt  Lake  City,  Utah  84117.  Petitioner’s 
representative:  James  E.  Snead,  215  Lin¬ 
coln  Av^ue,  P.O.  Box  2228,  Santa  Fe,  N. 
Mex.  87501.  Petitioner  holds  a  motor 
common  carrier  certificate  in  No.  MC 
108461,  issued  October  7,  1972,  authoriz¬ 
ing  transportation,  as  pertinent,  over 
regular  routes,  of  general  commodities 
(except  livestock,  commodities  of  imusual 
value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives,  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
ccmunodities  in  bulk,  and  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equiinnent) :  Between 
Shiprock.  N.  Mex.,  and  Farmington,  N. 
Mex.,  in  connection  with  carrier’s 
presently  authorized  regular  route  opera¬ 
tions,  serving  no  intermediate  points: 
Fnxn  Shiprock  over  U.S.  Highway  550  to 
Farmington,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  between  Farmington,  N. 
Mex.,  and  points  in  the  commercial  zone 
thereof,  as  defined  by  the  Commission, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other.  Salt 
Lake  City,  Utah,  and  points  in  the  com¬ 
mercial  zone  thereof,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  points  beyond  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah.  By  the  Instant  potion,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  remove  the  restriction  on 
the  above  described  authority.  Any  Inter¬ 
ested  person  or  perscms  desiring  to 
participate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  argumoits  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  fr(»n 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federai. 
Register. 

No.  MC  114115  (Sub-Nos.  5  and  12) 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  add  con¬ 
tracting  [tiiippor),  filed  August  11,  1875. 
Petitioner:  TRUCKWAY  SERVICE, 

INC.,  1099  Oakwood  Blvd.,  Detroit,  Mich. 
48217.  Petitioner’s  representative:  James 
R.  Btivessen,  1S96  West  Fifth  Ave., 
Colxmdnis,  Ohio  ,48212.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  contract  carrier  permits  In  No.  MC 
114115  (Sub-Nos.  5  and  12),  Issued  No¬ 
vember  4,  1966,  and  September  23,  1971, 
respectively,  authorizing  transportatiim, 
over  irregular  routes.  In  Sub-No.  5,  of 
Salt,  In  bulk:  (1)  Between  p(^ts  in  Ohio 
(exo^  those  in  Atiitabula,  Columbiana, 
Cuyahoga,  Oeauga,  Mahoning,  Portage, 
Summit,  and  Trumbull  Counties,  Ohio) ; 
(2)  between  points  in  West  Virginia;  (3) 
between  points  in  Kentucky;  (4)  be¬ 
tween  points  In  Michigan  (except  fixun 
Detroit  and  Port  Huron,  Mich.,  to  points 
in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan) ,  re¬ 
stricted  in  (1),  (2),  (3),  and  (4)  above  to 
traffic  having  a  prior  movement  by  rail; 
and  (5)  from  water  terminals  on  the 
Ohio  River  and  its  tributaries,  to  points 
In  Ohio,  West  Virginia,  and  Kentucky, 
restrict^  in  (5)  above  to  traffic  havliig 
a  prior  mov^ent  by  water,  under  a  c<xi- 
tinulng  contract,  or  contracts,  with  In¬ 
ternational  Salt  Company,  Morton  Salt 
Company,  and  Diamond  Crystal  Scdt 
Company;  and  in  Sub-No.  12,  of  rock  salt. 
In  bulk,  between  points  in  Illinois,  In- 
l^ana,  Kentucky.  Ohio*,  Pennsylvania, 
and  the  Zjvjrer  Peninsula  of  Michigan, 
restricted  against: 

(1)  Traffic  moving  between  points  In 
Pennsylvania,  (2)  traffic  moving  between 


points  within  40  miles  of  Monroe,  Mich., 

(3)  traffic  moving  from  points  in  Lucas 
County,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Michigan  and 
Indiana,  and  (4)  traffic  moving  between 
points  In  Ashtabula,  Cuyahoga,  Frank- 
Un,  Lake,  Licking,  Muskingum,  Summit, 
and  Wayne  Counties,  Ohio,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  In¬ 
diana,  Kentucky,  Michigan,  and  Penn¬ 
sylvania.  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  Diamond  Crystal  Salt 
Company,  International  Salt  Company, 
Morton  l^t  Company,  Division  of  Mor¬ 
ton  International,  Inc.,  and  Cargill,  In¬ 
corporated,  with  service  to  Cargill,  Incor¬ 
porated,  restricted  against  traffic  moving 
from  points  in  the  St.  Louis,  Mo. -East  St. 
Louis,  HI.,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined 
by  the  Commission,  to  points  in  Illinois 
and  that  part  of  Indiana  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  136  and  cm  and  west  of 
Indiana  Highway  37.  By  the  instant  peti¬ 
tion,  petitioner  seeks  to  add  Domtar 
Chemicals,  Inc.,  Sif  to  Salt  Division,  as  an 
additional  contracting  shipper  In  the 
above  described  authorities.  Any  inter¬ 
ested  person  or  persons  desiring  to  par¬ 
ticipate  may  file  an  original  and  six 
copies  of  his  written  representations, 
views  or  arguments  in  support  of  or 
against  the  petition  within  30  days  from 
the  date  of  publication  in  the  Federal 
Register. 

No.  MC  116816  (Sub-No.  10)  (notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  substitute  contracting 
shippers) .  filed  August  15, 1975.  Petition¬ 
er:  MERIT  SERVICE  INDUSTRIES, 
INC.,  849  Harrison  Ave.,  Kearny,  N.J. 
07032.  Petitioner’s  representative:  Ed¬ 
ward  M.  Alfano,  550  Mamaroneck  Ave¬ 
nue,  Harrison,  N.Y.  10528.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  contract  carrier  permit  in 
No.  MC  116816  (Sub-No.  10).  issued 
July  22, 1975,  authorizing  transportation, 
over  irregular  routes,  of  (1)  (a)  House¬ 
hold  aptUances,  air  condtUontng  equip¬ 
ment,  water  heaters,  central  home  heat¬ 
ing  and  cooling  units,  radio,  recorder, 
phonograph,  and  television  sets,  and 
parts  and  equipment  therefor,  from  site 
of  carrier’s  warehouse  at  Kearny,  N.J.,  to 
New  York,  N.Y.,  points  in  Nassau,  Suffolk, 
Westchester,  and  Rockland  Counties. 
N.Y.,  and  Fairfield  County,  Conn.;  and 
(b)  returned  shipments  of  the  above- 
specified  commodities,  from  the  above- 
specified  destination  points,  to  site  of 
carrier’s  warehouse  at  Kearny,  N.J.,  \m- 
der  a  continuing  contract  or  contracts, 
with  the  following  shippers:  L  &  P  Dis¬ 
tributors  of  New  Jersey,  of  Maspeth, 
N.Y.;  Cooper  Distributing  Company,  Inc., 
of  Newark,  N.J.;  Phllco  Distributors,  Inc., 
of  New  York,  N.Y.;  Motorola  Metro,  Inc., 
of  Franklin  Park,  HI.;  Bruno-New  York, 
Inc.,  of  New  York,  N.Y.;  Emerson  TV 
Sales  Corp.,  of  Moonachle,  N.J.;  and  Ad¬ 
miral  Corp.,  of  East  Rutherford,  N.J.; 
and  (2)  (a)  Household  appliances,  air 
conditioning  equipment,  radios,  phono¬ 
graph,  and  television  sets,  and  (b)  parts 
and  equipment  for  the  commodities  in 
(a)  above,  from  the  site  of  carrier’s  ware¬ 
house  at  Kearny,  N.J.,  to  points  In 
Dutchess,  Orange,  Putnam,  Sullivan,  and 
Ulster  Counties,  N.Y..  and  Middlesex  and 
New  Haven  Counties.  Conn.;  and  (c) 
returned  shipments  of  the  commodities 


in  (a)  and  (b)  above,  from  the  above- 
specified  destination  points,  to  the  site 
of  carrier’s  war^ouse  at  Kearny,  N.J., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts 
with  Philco  Distributors,  Inc.;  Bruno- 
New  Ymrk,  Inc.;  and  Admiral  Corp.,  of 
East  Rutherford,  N.J. 

By  the  Instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  delete  L  &  P  Distributors  of  New  Jer¬ 
sey,  of  Maspeth,  N.Y.;  Philco  Distrib¬ 
utors,  Inc.  of  New  York,  N.Y.;  and  Zenith 
Radio  Corp.,  of  Cranford,  N.J.,  as  con¬ 
tracting  shippers  in  the  above^described 
authority,  and  substitute  in  lieu  thereof, 
Simbeam  Appliance  Co.,  of  Oakbrook, 
HI.;  Fedders  Corporation,  of  South  Hack¬ 
ensack,  N.J.;  and  Evergreen  Industries, 
Inc.,  of  New  York,  N.Y.  Any  interested 
person  or  persons  desiring  to  participate 
may  file  an  original  and  six  copies  of  his 
written  representations,  views  or  argu¬ 
ments  in  support  of  or  against  the  peti¬ 
tion  within  30  days  from  the  date  of 
publication  in  the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  125010  (Sub-Nos.  2  and  3) 
(Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  substitute 
contracting  shipper),  filed  July  27,  1975. 
Petitioner:  GIBCO  MOTOR  EXPRESS, 
me.,  P.O.  Box  312, 3405  N.  33rd  St..  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.  47808.  Petitioner’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  V.  Gooch,  777 
Chamber  of  Commerce  Building,  In¬ 
dianapolis,  Ind.  46204.  Petitioner  holds 
motor  contract  carrier  permits  in  No. 
MC  125010  (Sub-Nos.  2  and  3) ,  both  is¬ 
sued  Jime  11,  1975,  authorizing  trans¬ 
portation,  over  irregular  routes,  in  Sub- 
No.  2,  of  coal  and  coke,  in  bulk,  from 
points  In  Clay,  Greene,  Sullivan,  and 
Vigo  Counties,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Illinois, 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  contracts 
with,  (a)  Amax  Coal  Company,  a  Di¬ 
vision  of  Ameriean  Metal  (Himax,  Inc.; 

(b)  Republic  Carbon  Products,  Inc.;  and 

(c)  Central  Illinois  Public  Service  Com¬ 
pany;  and  im  •cd>-No.  3,  of  coke,  in  bulk, 
from  Terre  Haute,  Ind.,  to  points  in  that 
part  of  Michigan  on  and  south  of  Mich¬ 
igan  Highway  21,  that  part  of  Ohio  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  23,  and  that 
part  of  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  27,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts  with  Republic  Carbon  Prod¬ 
ucts,  Inc.  By  the  instant  petition,  peti¬ 
tioner  seeks  to  ddete  Republic  Carbon 
Products,  Inc.  as  a  contracting  shipper 
in  the  above  authorities,  and  to  substi¬ 
tute  In  lieu  thereof,  Pickands  Mather  & 
Co.  Any  interested  person  or  persons  de¬ 
siring  to  participate  may  file  an  original 
and  six  copies  of  his  written  representa¬ 
tions,  views  or  arguments  in  support  of 
or  against  the  petition  within  30  days 
from  the  date  of  publication  in  the  Fed¬ 
eral  Register. 

No.  MC  134806  (Sub-Nos.  1,  9,  14  and 
28)  (Notice  of  filing  of  petition  to  sub¬ 
stitute  contracting  shipper),  filed  Au¬ 
gust  4, 1975.  Petitioner:  B-D-R  TRANS¬ 
PORT.  me.,  P.O.  Box  813,  Brattleboro, 
Vt.  05301.  Petitioner’s  representative: 
Francis  J.  Ortman,  1100  Seventeenth 
Street  NW.,  Suite  613,  Washington,  D.C. 
20036.  Petitioner  holds  motor  contract 
carrier  permits  in  No.  MC  134806  (Sub- 
Nos.  1. 9, 14,  and  28) ,  Issued  September  4, 
1973,  September  4, 1973,  May  6, 1974,  and 
April  15,  1975,  respectively,  authorizing 
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transportation,  over  irr^ular  routes.  In 
Sub-No.  1,  of  (i)  Footwear:  (a)  From 
Wilton,  Maine,  and  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  to 
Chicago,  ni.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Salt  Lake 
City,  Utah,  and  Reno,  Nev.,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.;  and  (b)  from  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  North  Berwick,  Maine,  and 
from  Manchester,  Nashua,  Rollinsford, 
N.H.,  and  Lebanon,  Pa.,  to  Brattleboro, 
Vt.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.;  and  (2) 
Tanned  leather,  from  Milwaukee  and 
Fond  du  Lac,  Wis.,  and  Chicago  and 
Waukegan,  Dl.,  to  Wilton,  and  Portland, 
Maine,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.;  in  Sub- 
No.  9,  of  footwear,  from  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire  (except  Man¬ 
chester,  Nashua,  and  Rollinsford),  and 
Maine  (except  Brunswick  and  North 
Berwick),  to  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  under  a 
continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.,  of  Brattleboro,  VL;  in 
Sub-No.  14,  of  (1)  Tanned  leather,  from 
Manchester  and  Pittsfield,  N.H.,  to  Wil¬ 
ton  and  Portland,  Maine;  and  (2)  Foot¬ 
wear:  (a)  Prom  Peace  Bridge,  N.Y.,  to 
Brattleboro,  Vt.,  and  Wilton,  Maine;  and 
(b)  from  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  and  Exeter, 
N.H.,  to  Wilton,  Maine,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  G.  H. 
Bass  &  Co.;  and  in  Sub-No.  28,  of  foot¬ 
wear,  from  Lancaster,  Pa.,  to  Brattle¬ 
boro,  Vt.,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.,  of 
Wilton,  Maine.  By  the  instant  petition, 
petitioner  seeks  to  substitute  Dunham 
Brothers  Company  as  the  contracting 
shipper  in  certain  of  the  above  author¬ 
ities  so  as  to  Authorize:  in  Sub-No.  1, 
(1)  Footwear: 

(a)  From  Wilton,  Maine  to  Chicago, 
m.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah, 
and  Reno,  Nev.,  under  a  continuing  con¬ 
tract,  or  contracts,  with  G.  H.  Bass  & 
Co.;  (b)  from  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  to  Chi¬ 
cago,  Ill.,  Denver,  Colo.,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah,  and  Reno,  Nev.,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Dunham 
Brothers  Company;  and  (c)  from  Bruns¬ 
wick  and  North  Berwick,  Maine,  and 
from  Manchester,  Nashua,  Rollinsford, 
N.H.,  and  Lebanon,  Pa.,  to  Brattleboro, 
Vt.,  under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Dunham  Brothers  Company; 
and  (2)  Tanned  leather,  from  Milwaukee 
and  Fond  du  Lac,  Wis.,  and  Chicago  and 
Waukegan,  HI.,  to  Wilton  and  Portland, 
Maine,  imder  a  continuing  contract,  or 
contracts,  with  G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.;  in  Sub- 
No.  9,  Footwear,  from  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Hampshire  (except  Man¬ 
chester,  Nashua,  Rollinsford) ,  and  Maine 
(except  Brunswick  and  North  Berwick) , 
to  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  under  a  continuing 
contract,  or  contracts,  with  Dunham 
Brothers  Company,  of  Brattleboro,  Vt.; 
in  Sub-No.  14,  (1)  Tanned  leather,  from 
Manchester  and  Pittsfield,  N.H.,  to  Wil¬ 
ton  and  Portland,  Maine,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with  G.  H. 
Bass  &  Co.;  and  (2)  Footwear:  (a)  Prom 
Peace  Bridge,  N.Y.,  to  Brattleboro,  Vt., 
under  a  continuing  contract,  or  con¬ 
tracts,  with  Dunliam  Brothers  Company; 
and  (b)  from  Brattleboro,  Vt.,  and  Ex¬ 
eter,  N.H.,  to  Wilton,  Maine,  imder  a 


continuing  contract,  or  contracts,  with 
G.  H.  Bass  &  Co.;  and  in  Sub-No.  28, 
Footwear,  from  Lancaster,  Pa.,  to  Brat¬ 
tleboro,  Vt.,  under  a  continuing  contract, 
or  contracts,  with  Dunham  Brothers 
Company.  Any  interested  person  or  per¬ 
sons  desiring  to  participate  may  file  an 
original  and  six  copies  of  his  written 
representations,  views  or  argiunents  in 
support  of  or  sigainst  the  petition  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

No.  MC  139759  (Sub-No.  2)  (Notice  of 
filing  of  petition  to  remove  restriction) , 
filed  August  14,  1975.  Petitioner:  DI¬ 
RECT  COURIER,  me.,  2780  Jefferson 
Davis  Highway,  Arlliigton,  Va.  22202. 
Petitioner’s  representative:  Steven  L. 
Weiman,  303  N.  Frederick  Ave., 
Gaithersburg,  Md.  20760.  Petitioner 
holds  a  motor  common  carrier  certificate 
in  No.  MC  139759  (Sub-No.  2),  Issued 
June  25,  1975,  authorizing  transporta¬ 
tion,  over  irregular  routes,  of  sera,  cell 
and  tissue  cultures,  biological  research 
products  and  equipment,  chemicals, 
laboratory  equipment  and  apparatus, 
medical  reagents,  plasma,  and  live 
laboratory  animals,  between  points  in 
the  District  of  Columbia,  and  those  in 
Frederick,  Montgmnery,  and  Howard 
Counties,  Md.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Maryland,  Virginia, 
West  Virginia,  Pennsylvania  (except 
Johnstown,  Pa.) ,  Delaware,  New  Jersey, 
New  York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island, 
Massachusetts,  and  the  District  of  Co¬ 
lumbia,  restricted:  (a)  To  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  shipments  everything  not  more 
than  160  of  pounds  from  one  consignor 
to  one  consignee  on  a  single  day;  (b) 
against  the  transportation  of  radio 
pharmaceuticals,  radioactive  drugs,  and 
medical  isotopes;  and  (c)  against  the 
transportation  of  whole  human  blood 
and  blood  derivatives  betiveen  Washing¬ 
ton,  D.C.,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  Charlottesville,  Culpeper,  Port 
Belvoir,  Front  Royal,  Fredericksburg, 
Gordonsville,  Harrisonburg,  Leesburg, 
Louisa,  Luray,  Manassas,  Quantico, 
Warrenton,  Winchester,  and  Woodstock, 
Va.;  Berkely  Spring,  Martinsburg, 
Petersburg,  Ranson,  and  Romney,  W. 
Va.;  and  Clinton,  Frederick,  Hagers¬ 
town,  La  Plata.  Leonardtown,  Lexington 
Park.  Olney,  and  Prince  Frederick,  Md. 
By  the  Instant  petition,  petitioner  seeks 
to  delete  the  restriction  described  in  (a) 
above.  Any  interested  person  or  persons 
desiring  to  participate  may  file  an  origi¬ 
nal  and  six  copies  of  his  written  repre¬ 
sentations,  views  or  arguments  in  supr 
port  of  or  against  the  petition  within 
30  days  from  the  date  of  publication  in 
the  Federal  Register. 

Applications  Under  Sections  5  and 
210a(b) 

The  following  applications  are  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission’s  Special  Rules  governing  notice 
of  filing  of  applications  by  motor  carriers 
of  property  or  passengers  under  Sections 
5(a)  and  210a  (b)  of  the  Interstate  Cam- 
men^  Act  and  certain  other  proceedbigs 
with  respect  thereto.  (49  C.F.R.  1.240). 


Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

APPLICATIONS  FOR  CERTIFICATES  OR  PERMITS 
WHICH  ARE  TO  BE  PROCESSED  CONCUR¬ 
RENTLY  WITH  APPLICATIONS  UNDER  SEC¬ 
TION  5  GOVERNED  BY  SPECIAL  RULE  240 
TO  THE  EXTENT  APPLICABLE 

No.  MC  2202  (Sub-No.  491) .  filed  July 
25,  1975.  Applicant:  ROADWAY  EX¬ 
PRESS,  me.,  1077  Gorge  Blvd.,  P.O.  Box 
471,  Akron,  Ohio  43409.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  O.  Turney,  2001 
Massachusetts  Ave.  NW.,  Washington, 
D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  regular  routes,  transporting:  Gen¬ 
eral  commodities  (except  those  of  un¬ 
usual  value,  classes  A  and  B  explosives, 
household  goods  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  livestock,  commodities  in  bulk, 
and  those  requiring  special  equipment) , 
(1)  between  Knoxville  and  Chattanooga, 
Term.:  (A)  From  Knoxville  over  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  Chattanooga,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points  (except  those  between 
Cleveland  and  Chattanooga,  with  no 
service  at  Cleveland,  and  service  at  Chat¬ 
tanooga  restricted  to  joinder  only) ;  (B) 
from  Knoxville  over  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  Chattanooga,  and  return  over  the 
same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  (except  those  between  Cleveland 
and  Chattanooga,  with  no  service  at 
Cleveland,  and  service  at  Chattanooga 
restricted  to  joinder  only;  (C)  from 
Knoxville  over  U.S.  Highway  129  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  411  (south  of  Mary¬ 
ville),  thence  over  U.S.  Highway  411  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  64  at  Ocoee, 
thence  over  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points  (except 
those  between  Cleveland  and  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  with  no  service  at  Cleveland,  and 
service  at  Chattanooga  restricted  to 
joinder  only) ;  (2)  between  Knoxville  and 
Rockwood,  Tenn.: 

(A)  Prom  Knoxville  over  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70  (via  Midtown  and  Kingstown), 
to  Rockwood,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
(B)  from  Knoxville  over  Interstate 
Highway  40  to  Rockwood,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points;  (3)  between  Kingston 
and  Chattanooga,  Tenn.:  Prom  Kingston 
over  Tennessee  Highway  58  to  Chatta¬ 
nooga,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  with 
service  at  Chattanooga  restricted  to 
joinder  only;  (4)  between  Knoxville  and 
Gatllnburg,  Tenn.:  (A)  Prom  Knoxville 
over  Tennessee  Highway  73  (via  Alcoa 
and  Maryville),  to  Gatllnburg,  and  re¬ 
turn  over  the  same  route,  serving  all 
intermediate  points :  (B)  from  Knoxville 
over  U.S.  Highway  441  (via  Sevierville) , 
to  Gatlinburg,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
(5)  between  Knoxville  and  Wartburg, 
Tenn.:  Prom  Knoxville  over  Tennessee 
Highway  62  (via  Oak  Ridge)  to  Wart¬ 
burg,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (6)  be¬ 
tween  Oneida  and  Rockwood,  Tenn.: 
Prom  Oneida  (via  Sunbright,  Wartburg, 
and  Harriman) ,  over  U.S.  Highway  27  to 
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Rockwood,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  Intermediate  pc^ts; 

(7)  between  Knoxville  and  J^co.Tenn.: 

(A)  From  Knoxville  over  XT.S.  Highway 
25-W  (via  Clinton  and  Lake  City)  to 
Jellico,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points,  (B)  from 
Knoxville  over  Interstate  Highw^  75  to 
Jellico,  and  return  over  the  same  route, 
serving  all  intermediate  points;  (8)  Be¬ 
tween  Knoxville  and  Rogersvllle,  Tenn.: 
Prom  Knoxville  over  U.S.  Highway  11-E 
(via  Jefferson  City  and  Morristown) ,  to 
junction  Tennessee  Highway  66-A  at  or 
near  Whltesburg,  thence  over  Tennessee 
Highways  66-A  and  70  to  Rogersvllle, 
and  retom  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  Intermediate  points. 

(9)  Between  Knoxville  and  Rutledge, 
Term.:  Prom  Knoxville  over  UJ3.  High¬ 
way  11-W  to  Rutledge,  and  return  over 
the  same  route,  serving  all  intermediate 
points;  (10)  between  Knoxville  and  Lut- 
trell.  Term.:  Prom  Knoxville  over  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  33  to  junction  Halls 
Crossroad  with  Tennessee  Highway  131, 
thence  over  Teimessee  Highway  131  to 
jrmctlon  Tennessee  Highway  61,  thence 
over  Teimessee  Highway  61  to  Luttrtili, 
and  return  over  the  same  route,  serving 
all  intermediate  points;  and  (11)  between 
Knoxville  and  Mary^e,  Term.:  (A) 
Frcnn  Knoxville  (via  Alcoa)  over  UB. 
Highway  129-and  Tmnessee  Highway  73, 
to  Mar:ndlle,  and  return  over  the  same 
route,  serving  all  Intermediate  points; 
and  (B)  fnmi  Knoxville  over  Tennessee 
Highway  33  to  Mar3rvllle,  and  return 
over  the  same  route,  serving  all  inter¬ 
mediate  points.  Service  is  authorized  to 
and  from  all  points  within  50  miles  of 
the  city  limits  of  the  City  of  Knoxville, 
Term,  as  off  route  points. 

Non. — ^By  the  Instant  sppUcation,  appU- 
cant  seeks  to  convert  a  Certificate  of  B^ls- 
tratlon  it  is  seeking  to  acquire  to  a  Certifi¬ 
cate  of  Public  Convenience  and  Necessity. 
Common  control  may  be  Involved.  This  Is  a 
matter  directly  r^ted  to  a  Section  5(2) 
larooeedlng  In  MC-P-12550,  published  In  the 
FEinBAL  Bacnsns  Issue  of  June  25,  1076.  If  a 
hearing  Is  deemed  necessary,  iq^llcant  re¬ 
quests  It  be  h^d  at  either  Knoxville,  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  or  Cleveland,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  85334  (Sub-No.  78).  filed  Au¬ 
gust  4,  1975.  Applicant:  COOPER  JAR- 
KETT.  INC..  23  South  Essex  Ave., 
Orange,  N.J.  0705 L  Anullcant’e  rei»e- 
sentotive:  Irving  Klein.  280  Broadway, 
New  York,  N.Y.  10017.  Authority  soueht 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vdiicle,  over  Irregidar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  General  commodltiee  (exc^t  those 
of  unusuid  value,  classes  A  and  B  explo¬ 
sives.  hous^old  goods  as  defined  the 
Commission,  commodities  in  bulk,  and 
those  requiring  qieclal  equipment),  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Kentuc^  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  <m  the  other,  Memphis.  Tram. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
gateways  at  Dukedom,  Pilot  Oak,  Fair¬ 
banks,  Harvey,  Trl-Clty,  Cuba,  Bell  City, 
and  I^nnville,  Ky. 

Note. — Ckumnon  control  may  bo  Involved. 
This  Is  a  gateway  elimination  request  and  Is 
directly  rrtated  to  a  Section  5(2)  proceed¬ 
ing  In  MC-V-12598  pubtUbed  In  the  Fdmial 
BaoierrEi  Issue  of  August  20,  1975.  If  a  hear¬ 
ing  Is  deemed  necessary,  i^iplicant  requests 
It  be  held  at  Washington,  D.C. 
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No.  MC  59856  (Sub-No.  63).  filed  June 
26,  1975.  AppUcant;  SALT  CREEK 
FREIOHTWAYS,  a  corporation,  3333 
West  Y^owstone,  Casper,  Wyo.  82601. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  R. 
Davidson,  Romn  805,  Midland  Bank 
Building,  Billings,  Mont.  59101.  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car-- 
Tier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  regular 
routes,  transporting:  General  commod¬ 
ities  (except  those  of  unusual  veJue, 
classes  A  and  B  explosives,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  in  Practices  of 
Motor  Common  Carriers  of  Household 
Goods,  17  M.C.C.  467)  Between  Billings 
and  Harlowton,  Mont.:  Froin  Billings, 
Mont.,  over  Montana  Highway  3  to  jimc- 
tlon  U.S.  Highway  12,  thence  over  UB. 
Highway  12  to  Harlowton,  serving  the 
intermediate  points  of  Action,  Broad¬ 
view,  Lavina,  Ryegate,  and  Shawmut. 

Note. — Common  control  may  be  Involved. 
This  Is  a  matter  directly  related  to  a  Section 
6(2)  application  in  MC-F-12675  published 
In  the  Fsdebai.  Register  issue  of  July  9, 1975. 

If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary,  applicant 
requests  It  be  held  at  Billings,  Mont. 

No.  MC  71536  (Sub-No.  12)  (Partial 
correction) ,  filed  July  17, 1975,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  issue  of  August 
13,  1975,  and  republished,  as  corrected 
in  part,  this  issue.  Applicant:  ARROW 
CARRIER  CORPORATION,  160  Route 
17,  Rochelle  Park,  N.J.  07662.  Applicant’s 
representative:  A  David  Milner.  744 
Broad  Street,  Newark,  N.J.  07102.  (7) 
Magazines  and  periodicals,  between 
SharonhiU,  Pa.,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  points  in  Passaic  and  Ber¬ 
gen  Counties.  N.J.,  and  points  in  West¬ 
chester,  Orange,  Rockland,  Nassau,  and 
Suffolk  Counties,  N.Y.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  gateways  at 
points  in  Bergen  and  Passaic  Counties, 
N.J. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  thia  republication 
Is  to  Include  part  7  In  the  original  request 
for  authority  which  was  erroneously  omit¬ 
ted  in  the  previous  publication.  Ibis  is  a 
gateway  elimination  request  and  is  directly 
related  to  a  Section  6(2)  proceeding  in  MO- 
9-12684  published  in  the  Fimraii.  Register 
issue  of  July  30,  1976.  Common  control  may 
be  inv<^ved.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed  necessary, 
applicant  does  not  specify  a  location. 

No.  MC  116273  (Sub-No.  197),  filed 
August  18,  1975.  Applicant:  D  li  L 
TRANSPORT,  INC.,  3800  South  Lara¬ 
mie  Avenue,  Cicero.  HI.  60650.  Appli¬ 
cant’s  representative:  Arnold  L.  Buiice, 
180  North  LaSalle  Street.  Chicago,  HI. 
60601.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  (1) 
Chemicals,  petroleum  products,  and  coal 
tar  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
between  points  in  the  Illinois  counties  of 
Lake,  Kane.  Du  Page,  Cook,  KendaU,  that 
part  of  McHemy,  on,  south,  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Lake-McHenry 
County  Boundary  line  on  Illinois  High¬ 
way  173  and  extending  in  a  westerly  di¬ 
rection  along  Illinois  Highway  173  to  in¬ 
tersection  Illinois  Highway  47,  thence 
southerly  along  Illinois  Highway  47  to 
Woodstock,  HI.,  thence  westerly  cm  an 
unnamed  county  road  to  Intersection  H- 
linois  Highway  23,  thence  southerly  on 
Illinois  Highway  23  to  intersection  In¬ 


terstate  Highway  90,  thence  southerly  ; 
and  easterly  along  Interstate  Highway  ^ 
90  to  the  McHenry-Kane  County  Bound-  1 
ary  line,  that  part  of  Orundy  County  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kendall-Grundy  County  Boundary  line 
on  Illinois  Hiihway  47,  thence  southerly 
along  Illinois  Highway  47  to  Intersection 
Illinois  Highway  113,  thence  easterly 
along  Illinois  Highway  113  to  the 
Gnmdy-WlU  County  Boundary  line,  that 
part  of  Will  County  on,  north,  and  east 
of  a  line  extending  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  113  from  the  Grundy-Will  County 
Boimdary  line  to  the  WiU-Kankakee 
Coimty  Boundary  line,  that  part  of  Kan¬ 
kakee  County  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Kendall-Will  County 
Boundary  line  on  Illinois  Highway  113, 
thence  southerly  and  easterly  along  Hli- 
nois  Highway  113  to  intersection  Illinois 
Highway  17.  thence  easterly  along  H- 
linols  Highway  17  to  intersection  Illinois 
Highway  114,  thence  easterly  along  H- 
Unois  Highway  114  to  the  Hlinois-Indi- 
ana  State  Boundary  line,  and  La  Salle. 
Ottawa,  and  Peru,  HI. 

Note. — ^The  purpose  of  this  application  Is 
to  convert  a  (Tertifioate  of  Reglstiation  ap- 
pUcant  seeks  to  acquire  to  a  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity.  This  is  a 
matter  directly  related  to  a  Section  5(2)  pro¬ 
ceeding  published  in  the  Federal  Register 
Issue  of  J\me  26, 1975.  If  a  hearing  is  deemed 
necessary,  applicant  requests  it  be  held  in 
(Thioago,  HI. 

No.  MC-F-12389.  (Correction) 
(SOUTHWEST  EQUIPMENT  RENTAL, 
INC.,  doing  business  as  SOUTH¬ 
WEST  MOTOR  FREIGHT— PURCHASE 
(PORTION)— COASTAL  CONTRACT 
CARRIER  CORPORATION),  published 
in  the  Decanber  27,  1974  issue  of  the 
Federal  Register.  Prior  notice  should 
have  Included  the  following  operating 
authority:  (1)  Fabric  and  sudi  merchfui- 
dlse  as  is  sold  by  Fabric  Stores;  and  (2) 
material,  supplies,  and  equipment  util¬ 
ized  in  the  installation  and  operation  of 
retail  stores,  as  a  cmitract  carrier  over 
irregular  routes,  between  the  retail  and 
distribution  facilities  of  House  of  Fabric 
of  South  Carolina,  Inc.,  located  at  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii) . 

No.  MC-P-12613.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  GANGLOFF  &  DOWNHAM 
TRUCKING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  479, 
Logansport,  IN  46947,  of  a  portion  of  the 
operating  rights  of  BEVERAGE  TRANS¬ 
PORT,  INC.  (JAMES  B.  DOYLE,  Trustee 
in  Bankruptcy) ,  529  Times  Square  Bldg., 
Rochester,  NY,  and  for  acquisition  by 
ROBERT  GANGLOFF,  also  Of  Logans¬ 
port,  IN  46947,  of  control  of  such  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
ney:  Charles  W.  Belnhauer,  1224  Seven¬ 
teenth  St.,  N.W.,  Washington,  DC  20036. 
Operating  rights  sought  to  be  trans¬ 
ferred:  Foodstuffs,  and  canning  ma¬ 
terials  and  supplies,  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  over  irregular  routes,  between  Ham¬ 
lin,  Holley,  Williamson,  Rochester,  and 
Brockport,  N.Y.,  on  the  one  hand,  and. 
on  the  other,  Hartford,  Bailey,  and 
Grawn,  Mich.,  with  r^triction.  Vendee  is 
authorized  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier  in  Indiana,  Connecticut.  D^ware, 
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Maine,  Massachusetts,  Maryland,  New 
Hampshire,  New  Jersey,  New  York,  (^ilo. 
Pennsylvania,  Rhode  Island,  Vermont, 
Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Kentucky, 
Michigan,  Florida,  Georgia,  lom,  Norto 
Carolina,  Illinois,  Tennessee,  and  the 
District  of  Columbia.  Application  for 
temporary  authority  under  section  210a 
(b)  was  granted  August  5,  1075,  under 
Docket  No.  MC-PC-76015. 

MC-F-12614.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  LEASEWAY  LTD.,  42  Charles 
Street,  East,  Toronto,  Canada,  and 
CHARLTON  TRANSPORT  (QUEBEC) 
LIMITED,  458  22nd  Avenue,  Blainville, 
Quebec,  Canada,  and  for  acquisition 
by  LEASEWAY  TRANSPORTATION 
CORP.,  21111  Chagrin  Boulevard,  Cleve¬ 
land,  OH,  44122,  of  control  of 
CHARLTON  TRANSPORT  (QUEBEC) 
LIMITED,  through  the  acquisition  by 
LEASEWAY  TRANSPORTATION 

CJORP.  Applicants’  attorneys;  JOHN 
ANDREW  KUNDTZ,  1100  National  City 
Bank  Bldg.,  Cleveland,  OH.,  44114  and 
ROLAND  RICE,  618  Perpetual  Build¬ 
ing,  Washington,  D.C.  20004.  Operating 
rights  sought  to  be  controlled:  Automo¬ 
biles,  trucks,  and  buses,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  and 
706,  and  pdrts  and  accessories  thereof, 
moving  at  the  same  time  and  with  the 
vehicle  of  which  they  are  a  part  and  on 
which  they  are  to  be  installed,  in  truck- 
away  and  driveaway  service,  in  initial 
and  secondary  movements,  as  a  common 
carrier  over  irregular  rentes  between 
ports  of  entry  on  the  United  States-Can- 
ada  Boundary  line  located  in  New  York 
and  Vermont,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  Champlain  and  Rouses  Point, 
N.Y.,  and  Derby  line,  Vt.,  with  restric¬ 
tions.  LEASEWAY  LTD.  AND  LEASE¬ 
WAY  TRANSPORTATION  (X)RP.  holds 
no  authority  from  this  Commission. 
However,  presently  controls,  with  Com¬ 
mission  approval.  Anchor  Motor  Freight, 
Inc.  (Anchor) ,  which  holds  contract  car¬ 
rier  authority  pursuant  to  permit  grant¬ 
ed  in  No.  MC  808  and  sub-numbered 
proceedings  thereunder.  Signal  Delivery 
Service,  Inc.  (Signal) ,  which  holds  con¬ 
tract  carrier  authority  under  permits 
granted  in  No.  MC  108393  and  sub-num¬ 
bered  proceedings  thereunder.  Sugar 
Transport,  Inc.  (Sugar),  which  holds 
contract  carrier  authority  under  permits 
granted  in  No.  MC  115924  and  sub-num¬ 
bered  proceedings  thereunder.  Pep  Lines 
Trucking  Co.  (Pep) ,  which  holds  author¬ 
ity  as  a  motor  contract  carrier  under 
permits  granted  in  No.  MC  135280  and 
sub -numbered  proceedings  thereunder, 
and  as  a  motor  common  carrier 
xmder  certificates  granted  in  No.  MC 
120184  and  sub-numbered  proceedings 
therexmder,  Mitchell  Transport,  Inc. 
(Mitchell),  which  holds  authority  as  a 
motor  common  carrier  \mder  certificates 
granted  in  No.  MC  124212  and  sub-num¬ 
bered  proceedings  thereimder,  and  Re¬ 
finers  Transport  &  Terminal  Corporation 
(Refiners),  which  holds  authority  as  a 
motor  common  carrier  under  certificates 
granted  in  No.  MC  50069  and  sub-num¬ 
bered  proceedings  thereunder;  Gypsum 
Haulage,  Inc.  (Gypsum),  which  holds 


authority  as  a  motor  contract  carrier 
under  permits  gutinted  in  No.  MC-112113 
and  sub-niunbered  proceedings  thereun¬ 
der.  Application  has  not  been  filed  for 
temporary  authority  imder  section 
210a(b). 

MC-F-12615.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  MY-OWN  TRUCKING  CO., 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  21,  Westbury,  New  York, 
11590,  of  a  portion  of  the  operating 
rights  of  HAMILTON  MOTOR  LINES, 
INC.  (William  S.  Kaye,  Assignee  for  the 
Benefit  of  Creditors),  118-21  Queens 
Boulevard,  Forest  HUls,  New  York  11375, 
and  for  acquisition  by  BENEDETTO  J. 
INDIVIGLIA,  also  of  Westbury,  New 
York  11590,  of  control  of  the  rights 
through  the  purchase.  Applicants’  attor¬ 
neys;  Arthur  J.  Piken,  One  Lefrak  City 
Plaza,  Flushing,  N.Y.  11368;  and  Charles 
E.  SkoUer,  118-21  Queens  Boulevard, 
Forest  Hills,  N.Y.  11375.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  General  com¬ 
modities.  except  livestock,  class  A  and  B 
explosives,  commodities  in  bulk,  articles 
of  unusual  value,  including  gold  and 
silver  bullion  and  coin,  commodities  re¬ 
quiring  special  equipment,  and  house¬ 
hold  goods  as  defined  by  the  Commission 
as  a  common  carrier  over  irregular 
routes  between  New  York,  N.Y.,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  with¬ 
in  New  York,  N.Y.  Vendee  is  authorized  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier  in  New 
York  and  New  Jersey.  Application  has 
not  been  filed  for  temporary  authority 
under  section  210a(b) . 

Motor  Carriers  of  Passengers 

No.  MC-P-12616.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  by  CONTINENTAL  TRAIL- 
WAYS,  INC.,  315  Continental  Ave.,  Dal¬ 
las,  TX  75207,  of  the  operating  rights  and 
property  of  RANDOLPH  FIELD  BUS 
COMPANY,  INC.,  also  of  Dallas,  TX 
75207,  and  for  acquisition  by  TCX)  IN¬ 
DUSTRIES,  me..  1500  Jackson  St.,  Dal¬ 
las,  TX  75201,  of  control  of  such  rights 
and  property  through  the  transaction. 
Applicants’  attorney:  D.  Paul  Stafford, 
of  Dallas,  TX  75207.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  merged:  Passengers  and 
their  baggage,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  routes,  between  San  Antonio, 
Tex,,  and  Randolph  Field,  Tex.,  serving 
all  intermediate  points.  CONTINENTAL 
TRAILWAYS,  mc.,  is  authorized  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier  in  nitnois, 
Missouri,  Elansas,  California,  Texas, 
Oklahoma,  Utah,  Arizona,  New  Mexico, 
Colorado,  Nebraska,  Arkansas,  Iowa,  and 
Louisiana.  Application  has  not  been  filed 
for  temporary  authority  under  section 
210a(b). 

Note. — Pursuant  to  order  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  16,  1968,  in  No.  MC-P— 10160  embracing 
No.  MC-P-10161,  transferee  acquired  control 
of  transferor. 

No.  MC-F-12617.  Authority  sought  for 
purchase  by  PROPANE  TRANSPORT, 
mc„  P.O.  Box  232,  Milford,  OH  45150,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  MURPHY 
TRUCKmQ  CO.,  me..  Rural  Route  2, 
Lebanon,  m  46052,  and  for  acquisition 
by  CALIFORNIA  LIQUID  GAS  <X)RPO- 
RATION,  Box  28397,  Sacramento,  CA 
95828,  of  control  of  such  rights  through 
the  purchase.  Applicants’  attorney.  Alkl 


E.  Scopelitis,  815  Merchants  Bank  Bldg., 
Indianapolis,  m  46204.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Fertilizer  and 
superphosphates,  as  a  common  carrier 
over  irregular  routes,  from  the  site  of 
the  Virginia-Carolina  Chemical  Corpo¬ 
ration  plant  at  St.  Bernard,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of  a  lin* 
beginning  at  the  Uhnois-Indiana  State 
line,  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  through  Terre  Haute,  Brazil,  Stiles- 
ville,  Indianapolis,  Greenfield,  Pershing, 
and  Richmond,  md.,  to  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line,  except  points  in  Benton 
County,  Ind.,  from  Port  Wayne  and 
Remin^n,  Ind.,  to  the  site  of  the  Vir- 
ginia-Carolina  Chemical  Corporation 
plant  at  St.  Bernard,  Ohio,  with  restric¬ 
tion;  grain,  fertilizer,  commercial  feeds 
and  ingredients  thereof,  unprocessed 
agricultural  products,  and  livestock,  be¬ 
tween  points  in  Indiana  on  and  north  of 
UB.  Highway  40  extending  from  the 
minois-Indlana  State  hne  through  Terre 
Haute,  Indianapolis,  Greenfield,  and 
Richmond  to  the  Indiana-Ohlo  State 
line,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  40  extending  from  the  lUinois- 
Missouri  State  line  through  East  St. 
Louis,  Mulberry  Grove,  Brownstown,  Ef¬ 
fingham.  Greenup,  and  Marshall  to  the 
Blinois-Indiana  State  line;  fertilizer, 
from  Rushville  and  Seymour,  Ind.,  and 
points  within  ten  miles  of  Rushville  and 
Sesunoiu',  to  points  in  that  part  of  Indi¬ 
ana  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  40  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State 
line  through  Terre  Haute,  Indianapolis, 
Greenfield,  and  Richmond  to  the  Indi- 
ana-Ohio  State  line,  and  points  in  that 
part  of  Illinois  on  and  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  40  extending  from  the  Illinois- 
Mlssouri  State  line  through  East  St. 
Louis,  Mulberry  Grove,  Brownstown,  Ef¬ 
fingham,  Greenup,  and  Marshall  to  the 
Hlinois-Indiana  State  line; 

Alfalfa  meal  and  alfalfa  pellets,  from 
Toledo,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana,  from 
Blissfield,  Mich.,  to  points  in  In^ana; 
dicalcium  phosphate,  from  Sylvania, 
Ohio,  to  points  in  Indiana;  dry  fertilizer, 
from  Kewanna,  Ind.,  to  points  in  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan;  dry  ani¬ 
mal  and  paltry  feed,  from  Castleton, 
Ind,  to  points  in  Ohio,  except  points  in 
Ashtabula,  Cuyahoga,  Lake.  Summit, 
Muskingum,  Licking,  Franklin,  and 
Wayne  Counties;  dry  fertilizer  and  dry 
fertilizer  materials,  from  the  plant  and 
warehouse  sites  of  Olin  Mathieson 
Chemical  Corporation,  at  or  near  Joliet, 
m.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Ohio,  and  the 
Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan;  dry  feed, 
from  East  St.  Louis  and  Peoria,  Ill.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  40,  from  Chicago,  Spring- 
field.  and  Monmouth,  HI.,  to  the  plant 
and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Indiana  Farm 
Bureau  Cooperative  Association,  Inc., 
near  Loogootee,  Ind.;  dry  feed  ingredi¬ 
ents  (except  limestone  products),  fronv 
points  in  that  part  of  Hllnois  on  and 
north  of  UB.  Highway  40,  to  the  plant 
and  warehouse  sites  of  the  Indiana  Farm 
Bureau  Cooperative  Association,  Hic., 
near  Loogootee,  Ind.;  dry  feed  and  dry 
feed  ingredients,  from  points  in  Ohio,  to 
the  plant  sites  of  F\il-0-Pep,  Division  of 
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Allied  Mills,  Inc.,  located  at  or  near 
Castleton,  Ind.,  with  restriction,  from 
the  plant  sites  of  Ful-O-Pep,  Division, 
of  Allied  Mills,  Ind.,  located  at  or  near 
Castleton,  InxL,  to  points  in  Michigan; 
malt  beverages,  from  South  Bend,  Fort 
Wayne,  and  Evansville,  Ind.,  Detrcdt, 
Mich.,  Peoria,  HI.,  Milwaukee,  Wis.. 
Louisville,  Ky.,  and  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  to 
points  in  that  part  of  Indiana  south  of 
UJS.  Hi^way  40,  with  restriction;  fer¬ 
tilizer  and  fertilizer  materials,  from  the 
plant  and  warehouse  sites  of  W.  R.  Grace 
&  Co.,  at  Fritchton,  Ind.,  to  points  in 
Illinois  and  Kentucky.  Vendee  is  author¬ 
ized  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier  In 
Indiana,  Ohio,  Michigan,  and  Illinois. 
Application  has  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  undex  section  210a(b). 

MC-P-12618.  Authority  sought  for 
piu*chase  by  ARKANSAS-BEST 
FREIGHT  SYSTEM,  INC.,  301  South 
11th  Street,  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas,  72901, 
of  a  p(»11on  of  the  operating  rights  of 
H.  A.  DAY,  d.b.a.  H.  A.  DAY  TRUCK 
LINE,  801  East  Reno  Street,  Oklahoma 
City,  OK„  73100,  and  for  acquisitiMi  by 
ARKANSAS  BEST  CORPORATION, 
1000  So.  21st.,  Ft  Smith,  Ark.,  72901,  of 
c<mtnd  of  such  rights  through  the  pur¬ 
chase.  Applicants’  attorney:  Thomas 
Harper,  P.O.  Box  43,  Kdley  Bldg.,  Fort 
&nlth.  Ark.,  72901.  Operating  rights 
sought  to  be  transferred:  Under  a  certif¬ 
icate  of  registration  Docket  No.  MC 
97461  (Sub-No.  2) ,  general  commodities, 
as  a  common  carrier  solely  within  the 
State  of  Oklahoma,  in  intrastate  com¬ 
merce.  Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier  in  Alabama,  Ari¬ 
zona,  Arkansas,  (Colorado,  Florida,  Illi¬ 
nois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas,  Kentucky, 
Louisiana,  Michigan,  Minnesota,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Nd^raska,  New  Mexico,  New 
York,  North  Carolina,  Ohio,  Oklahcxna, 
Pennsylvania,  South  Carolina,  Tmnes- 
see,  Texas,  Virginia,  West  Virginia,  Wis¬ 
consin,  and  Georgia.  Application  has  not 
beMX  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b). 

No.  MC-F-12619.  Authority  sought  for 
control  by  UNTIED  DRAYAGE  COM¬ 
PANY,  2425  Porter  St..  Los  Angeles,  CA 
90021,  of  C.  N.  BATES  DRAYAGE,  INC., 
649  Brannan  St.,  San  Francisco.  CA 
94107,  and  for  acquisition  by  PAUL  S. 
k  MARIETTA  K.  BEIDLEMAN,  2782 
Casalero  Dr.,  La  Habra,  CA  90621, 
THOMAS  M.  BEIDLEMAN.  1627  Kalan- 
ipka.  Way,  Hcmolulu,  HI  96821,  and 
MICHAEL  PAUL  BEIDLEMAN,  1595 
North  Berenica  Dr.,  Brea,  CA  92621,  of 
control  of  C.  N.  BATES  EttlAYAGE,  INC., 
through  the  acquisition  by  UNITED 
DRAYAGE  CXDMPANY.  AiH>licants’  at¬ 
torney:  Ann  M.  Pougiales,  100  Bush  St., 
21st  Floor,  San  Francisco,  CA  04104.  Op¬ 
erating  r^ts  sought  to  be  controlled: 
Under  a  certificate  of  registration  in 
Docket  No.  MC  121697  (Sub-No.  1) ,  cov¬ 
ering  the  transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  as  a  ccHnmon  carrier,  in  inter¬ 
state  cmnmerce,  within  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia.  UNITED  DRAYAGE  CX>MPANY, 
is  authoiiied  to  c^ierate  as  a  common 
carrier  in  California.  Am^lcation  has  not 
been  filed  for  temporary  authority  under 
section  210a(b) . 


No.  MC-F-12620.  Authority  sou^t  for 
piurchase  by  CIEMMER  MOVING  AND 
STORAGE,  INCORPORATED,  38  W. 
Chestnut  St,  Souderton,  PA  18964,  of 
the  operating  rights  of  RED  LION  MOV¬ 
ING  COMPANY,  INC.,  1809  Market  St, 
Philadelphia,  PA  19103,  and  for  acqvdsi- 
tion  by  NORMAN  CTEMMER,  also  of 
Souderton,  PA  18964,  of  control  of  s\ich 
rights  through  the  purchase.  Applicants’ 
attorney:  Franklin  A.  Wurman,  1400 
Two  Girard  Plaza,  Philadeh>hia,  PA 
19102.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
transferred:  Household  goods,  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  over  Irregular  routes,  be¬ 
tween  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  points  in 
Pennsylvania  within  25  miles  of  Phila¬ 
delphia,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other;  points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware, 
Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New  York, 
Maryland,  and  the  District  of  Columbia. 
Vendee  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier  in  New  Jersey,  New 
Ymrk,  and  Pennsylvania.  ApplicatiCHi  has 
been  filed  f(H:  temporary  authority  under 
secticm  210a(b) . 

No.  MO-F-12621.  Authority  sought  for 
merger  by  CONTINENTAL  TENNESSEE 
LINES,  INC.,  711  Fifth  Avenue.  South 
Nashville,  TN  37203,  of  the  operating 
rights  and  properties  of  (B)  TENNES¬ 
SEE  TRAILWAYS.  INC.,  2011  Davenport 
Road,  Knoxville,  TN  37290,  and  (BB) 
CONTINENTAL  CRESCENT  LINES, 
INC.,  1789  Highway  80  West,  Jackson, 
MS  39204,  and  for  acquisition  by  CON¬ 
TINENTAL  TRAILWAYS,  INC.,  315 
Continental  Ave.,  Dallas,  TX  75207,  and 
TCO  INDUSTRIES,  INC.,  1500  Jackson 
St.,  Dallas,  TX  75201,  of  control  of  such 
rights  and  properties  through  the  trans- 
acti(m.  Applicants’  attorney  and  repre¬ 
sentative:  D,  Paul  Stafford,  and  Gayla  L. 
Campbell,  315  Continental  Ave.,  Dallas, 
TX  75207.  Operating  rights  sought  to  be 
merged:  (B)  Passengers  and  their  bag¬ 
gage,  and  etc.,  as  a  common  carrier  over 
regular  and  Irregular  routes  authorizing 
service  from  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  to  Ro¬ 
anoke,  Va.;  Knoxville.  Tenn.,  to  Bhie- 
field,  Va.;  Knoxville.  Tenn.,  to  Nashville, 
Tenn.,  and  Knoxville.  Term.,  to  Atlanta, 
Ga.,  via  Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  (BB)  Pas¬ 
sengers  and  their  baggage  and  etc.,  as 
a  common  carrier  over  regular  and  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  authorizing  service  from 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  Montgomery,  Ala.; 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  Columbus,  Oa.; 
Birmingham,  Ala.,  to  Atlanta,  Bir¬ 
mingham,  Ala.,  to  Nashville,  Term.;  and 
Birmingham.  Ala.,  to  Chattanooga.  Tenn. 
CONTINENTAL  TENNESSEE  LINES, 
INC.,  is  authorized  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier  in  Alabama,  Georgia,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Virginia  and  Mississippi.  Appli¬ 
cation  has  not  been  filed  for  temporary 
authority  under  section  210a  (b) . 

Non:. — ^Pursuant  to  order  dated  Septem¬ 
ber  IS.  1968,  In  No.  lCC-F-10100  embracing 
No.  MC-F-10161,  transferee  acquired  control 
of  transferors. 

By  the  Commission^ 

[sEai,]  Robekt  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

JFR  Doc.75-23464  Piled  9-3-75-,8:45  am] 


FlUNG  OF  MOTOR  CARRIER 
INTRASTATE  APPLICATIONS 

August  29. 1975. 

The  following  applications  for  motor 
common  carrier  authority  to  operate  in 
intrastate  commerce  seek  concurrent 
motor  carrier  authorization  in  interstate 
or  foreign  commerce  within  the  limits 
of  the  intrastate  authority  sought,  pur¬ 
suant  to  section  206(a)  (6)  of  the  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Act,  as  amended  Oc¬ 
tober  15,  1962.  These  applications  are 
governed  by  Special  Rule  1.245  of  the 
Commission’s  Rules  of  Practice,  pub¬ 
lished  in  the  Federal  Register,  i^ue  of 
April  11, 1963,  page  3533,  which  provides, 
among  other  things,  that  protests  and 
requests  for  Information  concerning  the 
time  and  place  of  State  Commission 
hearings  or  other  proceedings,  any  sub- 
sequ^t  changes  therein,  any  other  re¬ 
lated  matters  shall  be  directed  to  the 
State  Commission  with  which  the  impli¬ 
cation  is  filed  and  shall  not  be  addressed 
to  or  filed  with  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 

Texas  Docket  No.  2625,  as  amended, 
filed  August  7,  1975.  Applicant:  LIBER¬ 
TY  EXPRESS,  INC.,  Suite  508  Regal 
Plaza,  1499  Ree^  Row,  Dallas,  Tex.  75247. 
Applicant’s  representatives:  lATyhatp, 
Hatchell  &  Sedberry,  1102  Perry  Brooks 
Bldg.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701;  and  Rogers, 
Ehrle  &  Hughes,  1200  Southwest  Tower 
Bldg.,  Austin,  Tex.  78701.  Certificate  of 
Public  Convenience  and  Necessity  sought 
to  operate  a  freight' service  as  follows: 
Transportation  of  general  commodities, 
moving  in  express  service,  to.  from  and 
between  all  points  along  the  routes  shown 
bdow,  restricted  to  shipments  having  a 
total  weight  of  three  hundred  (300) 
poimds  or  less  with  no  single  piece  or 
parcel  weighing  in  excess  of  one  hundred 
(100)  poxmds:  (1)  State  Highway  289 
between  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Celina,  Tex.; 
(2)  F.  M.  Road  455  between  Celina,  Tex., 
and  Pilot  Point,  Tex.;  (3)  UJS.  Highway 
377  between  Pilot  Point,  Tex.,  and 
Whltesboro,  Tex.;  (4)  US.  Highway  82 
between  Tl^tesboro,  Tex.,  and  Honey 
Grove,  Tex.;  (5)  US.  BQ^way  75  be¬ 
tween  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Denison,  Tex.; 
(6)  US.  mghway  67  between  Dallas. 
Tex.,  and  Mt.  Pleasant,  Tex.;  (7)  State 
Highway  24  between  Greenville,  Tex., 
and  Paris,  Tex.;  (8)  US.  Highway  69  and 
State  Highway  78  between  Greenville, 
Tex.,  and  Bonham,  Tex.,  via  Leonard, 
Tex.;  (9)  U.S.  Highway  80  and  Inter¬ 
state  20  between  Dallas,  Tex.,  and  Mar- 
diall,  Tex.;  (10)  F.  M.  Road  1403  be¬ 
tween  Loni^ew,  Tex.,  and  Gilmer,  Tex.; 
(11)  State  Highway  155  and  U.S.  High¬ 
way  59  between  Gilmer,  Tex.  and  At¬ 
lanta,  ’Tex.;  (12)  US.  IHghway  259  be¬ 
tween  Dalngerfield,  Tex.,  and  Its  inter¬ 
section  with  State  Highway  155  near 
Ore  City,  Tex.; 

(13)  State  Highway  11  between  Dain- 
gerfield,  Tex.,  and  Linden,  Tex.,  (14) 
U.S.  Hi^way  59  between  Linden,  Tex., 
and  Marshall,  Tex.,  and  between  Car¬ 
thage.  Tex.,  and  Garrison,  Tex.,  via  Ten- 
aha,  Tex.;  (15)  State  Highway  149  be-^ 
tween  Longview,  Tex.,  and  Carthage.' 
Tex.;  (16)  U.S.  Highway  79  between 
Carthage,  Tex.,  and  Henderson,  Tex.; 


FEDERAL  KEGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  172 — ^THURSDAY,  SEPTEM8BI  4,  1975 


NOTICES 


40913 


(17)  F.  M.  Road  124  between  Beck- 
vUle,  Tex.,  and  its  Intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  79;  (18)  State  Highway  64  be¬ 
tween  Wills  Points,  Tex.,  and  Hender¬ 
son,  Tex.;  (19)  U.S.  Highway  69 
between  Mineola,  Tex.,  and  Tyler, 
Tex.;  (20)  State  Highway  31  be¬ 
tween  Tyler,  Tex.,  and  Kilgore,  Tex.; 
(21)  State  Highway  135  between  Troup, 
Tex.,  and  Gladewater,  Tex.,  via  Kilgore, 
Tex.;  (22)  UJS.  Highway  259  between  Kil¬ 
gore,  Tex^  and  Longview,  Tex.,  and  be¬ 
tween  Henderson,  Tex.,  and  Mt.  Enter¬ 
prise,  Tex.;  (23)  P.  M.  Road  95  and  U.S. 
Highway  84  betw'een  Mt.  Enterprise, 
Tex.;  and  Garrison,  Tex.;  (24)  State 
Highway  87  between  Timpson,  Tex.,  and 
Center,  Tex.;  (25)  U.S.  Highway  96  be¬ 
tween  Tenaha,  Tex.,  and  San  Augustine, 
Tex.;  between  Bronson,  Tex.,  and  Jasper, 
Texas;  and  between  Kirby ville,  Tex.,  and 
Silsbee,  Tex.;  (26)  State  Highway  21  be¬ 
tween  San  Augustine,  Tex.,  and  Milam, 
Tex.;  (27)  State  lEghway  87  and  P.  M. 
Road  184  between  Milam,  Tex.,  and 
Bronson,  Tex.;  (28)  U.S.  Highway  190 
between  Jaspar,  Tex.,  and  Newton,  Tex.; 
(29)  State  Highway  87  and  F.  M.  Road 
363  between  Newton,  Tex.,  and  Kirby- 
ville,  Tex.;  via  Bleakvood,  Tex.;  (30)  U.S. 
Highway  82  between  Paris,  Tex.,  and 
Texarkana,  Tex.;  (31)  U.S.  Highway  271 
between  Pittsburg,  Tex.,  and  Paris,  Tex.; 
(32)  State  Highway  37  between  Clarks¬ 
ville,  Tex.,  and  Bogara,  Tex.;  (33)  State 
Highway  11  between  Pittsburg,  Tex., 
and  Commerce,  Tex.,  via  Sulphur 
Springs,  Tex.,  serving  all  intermediate 
points  along  said  routes; 

(34)  State  Highway  34  between  Honey 
Grove,  Tex.,  and  Greenville,  Tex.,  serv¬ 
ing  only  the  intermediate  point  of  Wolfe 
City,  Tex.,  coordinating  the  service  with 
existing  services  and  interlining  with 
other  carriers  at  appropriate  interline 
points;  and  (35)  State  Highway  66  be¬ 
tween  Dallas  and  Greenville,  Tex.  Ap¬ 
plicant  also  propwses  to  operate  over  the 
additional  alternate  routes  without  serv-  ' 
ice  to  any  intermediate  points  except  as 
otherwise  authorized;  (1)  F.  M.  Road  17 
between  Canton,  Tex.,  and  Grand  Saline, 
Tex.;  (2)  State  Highway  323  between 
Henderson,  Tex.,  and  Overton,  Tex.;  (3) 
State  Highway  37  between  Winnsboro, 
Tex.,  and  Mount  Vernon,  Tex.;  (4)  State 
Highway  50  between  its  intersection  with 
I.  H.  Highway  30  and  Commerce,  Tex.; 
(5)  State  Highway  121  between  its  inter¬ 
section  with  State  Highway  289  south  of 
Frisco,  Tex.,  and  Fort  Worth,  Tex.;  (6) 
U.S.  Highway  377  between  Pilot  Point, 
Tex.,  and  its  intersection  with  U.S.  High¬ 
way  380;  (7)  U.S.  Highway  380  between 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Highway  377 
and  Denton,  Tex.;  (8)  I.  H.  Highway  35 
between  Denton,  Tex.  and  its  intersection 
with  State  Highway  121,  south  of  Lewis¬ 
ville,  Tex.;  (9)  U.S.  Highway  259  between 
De  Kalb,  Tex.,  south  and  its  intersection 
with  I.  H.  Highway  30;  (10)  U.S,  High¬ 
way  271  between  Gladewater,  Tex.,  and 
Gilmer,  Tex.;  (11)  U.S.  Highway  84  be¬ 
tween  Timpson,  Tex.,  and  Concord,  Tex.; 
and  (12)  State  Highway  19  between  Can¬ 
ton,  Tex.,  and  its  Intersection  with  U.S. 
Highway  80.  Intrastate,  interstate  and 
foreign  commerce  authority  sought. 


HEARING:  Date,  time,  and  place  win 
be  scheduled  approximately  30  days  after 
publication  In  the  Federal  Register.  Re¬ 
quests  for  procedural  Information  should 
be  addressed  to  the  Railroad  Commis¬ 
sion  of  Texas,  Capitol  Station,  P.O. 
Drawer  12967,  Austin,  Tex.  78711  and 
should  not  be  directed  to  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission. 

Texas  Docket  No.  2674  (amended) , 
filed  August  4,  1975.  Applicant:  TEXAS 
TEX-PACK  EXPRESS,  INC.,  150  K 
Zavalla  St.,  San  Antonio,  Tex.  78204.  Ap¬ 
plicant’s  representative:  Austin  L. 
Hatchell,  1102  Perry  Brooks  Bldg.,  Aus¬ 
tin,  Tex.  78701.  Certificate  of  Public  Con¬ 
venience  and  Necessity  sought  to  operate 
a  freight  service  as  follows:  Transporta¬ 
tion  of  (A)  General  commodities,  sub¬ 
ject  to  the  following  restriction:  No  serv¬ 
ice  shall  be  provided  in  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  packages  or  articles  weighing  in 
the  aggregate  more  than  100  pounds  from 
one  consignor  at  one  location  to  one 
consignee  at  one  location  on  any  one 
day;  and  motion  jricture  films  and 
theater  supplies,  flowers  and  potted 
plants,  magazines  and  newspapers,  to 
from  and  between  all  points  along  the 
routes  set  forth  below,  with  service  to  all 
Intermediate  points  unless  otherwise 
specified:  (1)  F.  M.  Road  1304  between 
Aquilla  and  its  intersection  with  L  S.  35; 
(2)  F.  M.  Road  933  between  '^iltney  and 
Waco;  (3)  F.  M.  Road  510  between  Its 
Intersection  with  U.S.  77  B.  R.  and  its 
intersection  with  State  Hwy.  100,  near 
Port  Isabel;  (4)  F.  M.  Road  580  between 
San  Saba  and  Lampasas;  (5)  F.  M.  Road 
501  and  F.  M.  Road  581  between  Lometa 
and  Pontotoc;  (6)  Stote  Hwy.  22  between 
Lagima  Park  and  Frost;  (7)  F.M.  Road 
667  between  Italy  and  Frost;  (8)  State 
Hwy.  72  between  Tilden  and  Three 
Rivers;  (9)  U.S.  Hwy.  83  and  State  Hwy. 
55  between  Uvalde  l^nd  Rocksprings; 

(10)  State  Hwy.  21  between  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  State  Hwy.  80  near  Scm 
Marcos  and  its  intersection  with  State 
Hwy.  71;  (11)  State  Hwy.  286  and  F.  M. 
Road  70  between  Corpus  Christi  and  tiie 
intersection  of  F.  M.  Road  70  and  U.S. 
Hwy.  77;  (12)  State  Hwy.  97  between 
Jourdanton  and  Charlotte;  (13)  State 
Hwy.  7  between  Kosse  and  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Hwy.  77;  (14)  State  Hwy. 
320  between  its  intersection  with  State 
Hwy.  7  near  Chilton  and  its  intersection 
with  State  Hwy.  53;  (15)  State  Hwy. 
53  between  Temple  and  Rosebud;  (16) 
F.  M.'Road  140  between  Charlotte  and 
Campbellton;  (17)  U.S.  Hwy.  90  between 
Del  Rio  and  Sanderson;  (18)  State  Hwy. 
95  between  Taylor  and  Elgin;  (19)  F.  M. 
Road  1854  between  its  intersection  with 
State  Hwy.  21  near  Mendoza  and  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  F.  M.  Road  20;  (20)  State 
Hwy.  31  between  Dawson  and  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Hwy.  84;  (21)  State 
Hwy.  9  and  I.  S.  27  between  Mathis  and 
Corpus  Christi;  (22)  F.  M.  Road  1021 
and  F,  M.  Road  2644  between  Eagle  Pass 
and  the  intersection  of  F.  M.  Road  2644 
and  U.S.  Hwy.  277  near  Carrizo  Springs; 
(23)  F.  M.  Road  812  between  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Hwy.  183  near  Austin 
and  Red  Rock;  (24)  State  Hwy.  29  and 
F.  M.  Road  864  between  Menard  and  Fort 


McKavett;  (25)  State  Hwy.  97  and  State 
Hwy.  72  between  Cotulla  and  the  inter¬ 
section  of  State  Hwy.  72  and  State  Hwy. 

16  near  Tilden;  (26)  State  Hwy.  123  be¬ 
tween  Seguln  and  San  Marcos;  (27)  State 
Hwy.  80  and  State  Hwy.  123  between 
Nixon  and  ELames  City;  (28)  F.  M.  Road 
493  between  its  intersection  with  State 
Hwy.  107  near  Elsa  and  its  intersection 
with  State  Hwy.  186;  (29)  F.'m.  Road 
413  between  Rosebud  and  Kosse;  (30) 

F.  M.  Road  308  between  Elm  Mott  and 
its  intersection  with  L  S.  35  near  Mil¬ 
ford;  (31)  F.  M.  Road  1431  between 
Jonestown  and  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Hwy.  183; 

(32)  F.  M.  Road  1222  between  Ka- 
temcy  and  its  intersection  with  U.S.  87 
and  U.S.  Hwy.  377;  (33)  F.  M.  Road 
471  between  Natalia  and  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Hwy.  90;  (34)  F.  M.  Road  755 
between  Rio  Grande  Cfity  and  Rachal; 

(35)  F.  M.  Road  1017  between  La  Gloria 
and  its  intersection  with  UB.  Hwy.  281; 

(36)  State  Hwy.  186  between  Raymond- 
vlUe  and  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy. 
281;  (37)  F.  M.  Road  1015  betwe^  its 
intersection  with  State  Hwy.  186  near  La- 
sara  and  Its  intersection  with  F.  M.  Road 
1422;  (38)  F.  M.  Road  1422  and  F.  M. 
Road  491  between  the  intersection  of  F. 
M.  Road  1422  and  F.  M.  Road  88  near 
Monte  Alto  and  the  intersection  of  F.  M. 
Road  491  and  UB.  Hwy.  77  near  Lyford; 
(39)  U.S.  Hwy.  83  between  Uvalde  and 
Leakey;  (40)  State  Hwy.  127  between 
Sehlnal  and  Goncan;  (41)  F.  M.  Road 
337  between  Leakey  and  Camp  Wood; 
(42)  U,S.  Hwy.  87  between  Fredericks¬ 
burg  and  Mason;  (43)  F.  M.  Road  1604 
between  Somerset  and  its  intersection 
with  L  S.  10  east  of  San  Antonio;  (44) 
State  Hwy.  218  between  its  intersection 
with  I.  S.  35  and  its  intersection  with  F. 
M.  78  at  Randolph  Air  Force  Base;  (45) 
F.  M.  973  between  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Hwy.  290  and  its  intersection  with 
State  Hwy.  71  near  Del  Valle;  (46)  State 
Hwy.  80  between  San  Marcos  and  Luling; 
(47)  F.  M.  Road  1346  between  San  An¬ 
tonio  and  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy. 
87  near  La  Vemia;  (48)  State  Hwy.  142 
between  Martlndale  and  Lockhart:  (49) 
U.S.  Hwy.  190  between  its  intersection 
with  U,S.  Hwy.  77  and  Heame,  excluding 
general  commodity  s^vlce  to  Heame 
except  for  the  purpose  of  interline  with 
other  carriers;  (50)  U.S.  Hwy.  290  be¬ 
tween  Elgin  and  Giddings,  including  the 
nearby  points  of  Butler  and  McDade; 
(51)  F.  M.  Road  86  between  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  183  near  Luling  and  its 
intersection  with  F.  M.  Road  20  near 
Red  Rock; 

(52)  F.  M.  Road  20  between  Fentress 
and  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  71 
near  Bastrop;  (53)  P.  M.  Road  2028  be¬ 
tween  Melvin  and  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Hwy.  87;  (54)  P.  M.  Road  88  be¬ 
tween  its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy.  281 
near  Progreso  and  its  intersection  with 
State  Hwy.  186;  (55)  P.  M.  Road  339 
between  its  intersection  with  F.  M.  Road 
308  near  Birome  and  its  intersection  with 
State  Hwy.  164  east  of  Mart;  (56)  State 
Hwy.  9  between  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
281  near  Three  Rivers  and  its  intersec¬ 
tion  with  U.S.  Hwy.  59  east  of  George 
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West;  (S7)  State  Hwy.  72  between  Ken¬ 
edy  and  Three  Rivers;  (58)  P.  M.  Road 
2114  between  West  and  its  intersection 
with  State  Hwy.  171  near  Hubbard;  (59) 

F.  M.  Road  1427  between  Penitas  and 
its  intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy.  83;  (60) 

F.  M.  Road  1825  and  F.  M.  Road  685 
between  the  intersection  of  F.  M.  1825 
and  I.  S.  35  north  of  Austin  and  the 
intersection  of  P.  M.  685  and  U.S.  Hwy. 

79  near  Hutto;  (61)  State  Hwy.  71  be¬ 
tween  liano  and  its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Hwy.  87  and  U.S.  Hwy.  377  near 
Brady;  (62)  State  Hwy.  186  between 
Raymondville  and  San  Perlita;  (63)  P. 

M.  Road  497  between  Port  Mansfield 
and  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  186 
near  San  Perlita;  (64)  State  Hwy.  342 
and  U.S.  Hwy.  77  between  Red  Oak  and 
the  interesction  of  UB.  Hwy.  77  and  I.S. 

35;  (65)  P.  M.  Eioad  106  between  Har¬ 
lingen  and  its  intersection  with  State 
Hwy.  345  east  oi  Rio  Hondo;  (66)  State 
Hwy-  345  between  San  Benito  and  its  in¬ 
tersection  with  P.  M.  106  east  of  Rio 
Hondo;  (67)  F.  M.  Road  535  between 
Cedar  Creek  and  Rosanky;  (68)  State 
Hwy.  304  between  Gonzales  and  its  inter¬ 
section  with  State  Hwy.  21  and  State 
Hwy.  71  near  Bastrop;  (69)  P.  M.  Road 
487  between  Florence  and  Bartlett; 

(70)  F.  M.  Road  1535  between  San 
Antonio  and  its  intersection  with  F.  M. 
1604  near  Shavano  Park;  (71)  F.  M. 
Road  1516  between  Schertz  and  Lytle; 
(72)  F.  M.  Road  2241  between  Liano  and 
Tow;  (73)  State  Hwy.  261  between  Bluff- 
ton  and  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy. 

29  near  Buchanan  Dam;  (74)  State  Hwy. 
359  between  Mathis  and  Skidmore;  (75) 

P.  M.  Road  187  between  Sabmal  arid 
Utopia;  (76)  F.  M.  Road  1050  between 
Utopia  and  its  Intersection  with  U.S. 
Hwy.  83;  (77)  P.  M.  Road  972  between 
Its  intersection  with  UJS.  Hwy.  83;  (77) 

F.  M.  Road  972  between  its  intersection 
with  L  S.  35  north  of  Georgetown  aivl  its 
intersection  with  State  Hwy.  95  south  of 
Bartlett;  (76)  F.  M.  Road  971  between 
Granger  and  its  intersection  with  I.  S.  35 ; 
(79)  F.  M.  Road  12  between  San  Marcos 
and Wimbeiiey;  (80)  F.M.  Road  2200  be¬ 
tween  Devine  and  D’Hanis;  (81)  F.  M. 
Road462 between  Hondo  and  Moore ;  ( 82 ) 
P.  M.  Road  2114  between  Laguna  E^rk 
and  West;  (83)  F.  M.  Road  1242  between 
Bynum  and  its  intersection  with  I.  S.  35; 
(84)  State  Hwy.  171  and  State  Hwy.  14 
between  Cooli^e  and  Groesbeck,  ex¬ 
cluding  service  to  any  intermediate 
point;  (85)  F.  M.  Road  107  between  its 
tnten^tion  with  1.  S.  35  near  Eddy  and 
its  Intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy.  77  near 
Chilton;  (86)  State  Hwy.  317  between 
Moody  and  Belton;  (87)  State  Hwy.  36 
between  T«nple  and  its  intersection  with 
State  Hwy.  317;  (88)  Alt.  U.S.  Hwy.  90 
between  S^poin  and  Belmont;  (89)  State 
Hwy.  97  between  Gonzales  and  Waelder; 
(90)  US.  Hwy.  281  between  Johnson 
City  and  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy. 
71  near  Marble  Falls;  (91)  I.  S.  10  be¬ 
tween  Kerrville  and  Comfort;  (92)  State 
Hwy.  107  between  Edinburg  and  Mis¬ 
sion;  and  (93)  State  Hwy.  80  between 
Luling  and  Belmont. 

Applicant  proposed  to  coordinate  the 
service  proposed  above  with  service  now 


performed  under  existing  authority  and 
to  interline  with  other  carriers  at  ap- 
protHlate  Interline  points. 

(B)  Motion  picture  films  and  theater 
supplies,  fiotoers  and  potted  plants,  mag¬ 
azines  and  newspapers  to,  frc«n,  and  be¬ 
tween  all  points  along  the  routes  shown 
below,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
thereon  unless  otherwise  specified:  (D 
L  S.  35  between  Dallas  and  San  Antonio 
(to  be  added  to  present  authority  over 
U.S.  Hwy.  77  and  U.S.  Hwy.  81) ;  (2) 
U.S.  Hwy.  79  between  Heame  and  Tay¬ 
lor;  (3)  U.S.  Hwy.  183  between  Austin 
and  Gonzales;  (4)  State  Hwy.  80  and 
State  Hwy.  97  and  Alternate  Route  U.S. 
Hwy.  90  between  Nixon  and  (jk>nzales; 

<5)  P.  M.  Road  881  between  Sinton  and 
Rockport;  (6)  P.  M.  Road  136  between 
Woodsbwo  and  its  intersection  with  F. 

M.  Road  881;  (7)  U.S.  Hwy.  183  between 
Lampasas  and  its  intersection  with  State 
Hwy.  29  near  Liberty  Hill;  (8)  State 
Hwy.  29  between  Llano  and  Mason;  (9) 
State  Hwy.  71  betwewi  its  intersection 
with  U.S.  Hwy.  281  and  Llano;  (10) 
State  Hwy.  361  between  Gregory  and 
Port  Aransas;  (11)  U.S.  Hwy.  77  be¬ 
tween  Waco  and  Victoria;  (12)  State 
Hwy.  39  between  Himt  and  Ingram;  (13) 
State  Hwy.  48.  F.  M.  Road  1792  and  State 
Hwy.  100  between  Brownsville  and  Port 
Isabel;  (14)  State  Hwy.  100  between  Port 
Isabel  and  its  intersection  with  U.S. 
Hwys.  83  and  77  near  Ohnito;  (15)  U.S. 
Hwy.  281  between  Riarr  and  Browns¬ 
ville,  including  Hidalgo;  (16)  F.  M.  Road 
133  between  Artesia  Wells  and  its  inter¬ 
section  with  U.S.  Hwy.  83  near  Catarina; 
(17)  F.  M.  Road  190  between  Asherton 
and  Brundage;  (18)  F.  M.  Road  649  be¬ 
tween  Mirando  City  and  its  intersection 
with  State  Hwy.  359. 

(19)  P.  M.  Road  1518  between  Elmen- 
dorf  and  its  lnt«:section  with  U.S.  Hwy. 
181;  (20)  F.  M.  Rokd  1123  and  F.  M. 
Road  436  between  BelUm  and  Heiden- 
beimer,  via  little  River;  (21)  US.  Hwy. 
190  and  State  Hwy.  36  between  Cameron 
and  Temple;  (22)  F.  M.  Road  967  be¬ 
tween  Buda  an(i  its  intersection  with  l.S. 
35;  i23)  P.  M.  Road  1786  between  its  In¬ 
tersection  with  U.S.  Hwy.  79  and  Alcoa;  • 
(24)  P.  M.  Road  1786  and  P.  M.  Road 
2116  between  Alcoa  and  Rockdale;  (25) 
State  Hwy.  173  between  Jourdanton  and 
its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  16  near 
Kerrville;  (26)  State  Hwy.  97  between 
I^ieasanton  and  its  intersection  with  US. 
87  near  Stockdale;  (27)  State  Hwy.  46 
between  Seguin  and  its  intersection  with 
State  Hwy.  16  near  Pipe  CJreek;  (28) 
State  Hwy.  202  and  US.  Hwys.  77A  and 
183  between  Beeville  and  Refugio;  (29) 
US.  Hwy.  290  between  Prederiefeburg 
and  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  27; 
(30)  U.S.  Hwy.  290  between  Austin  and 
Johnson  (Tity;  (31)  State  Hwy.  71  be¬ 
tween  Austin  and  Its  intersection  with 
U.S.  Hwy.  281  near  Marble  Falls;  (32) 
US.  Hwy.  83  between  Brownsville  and 
Mission;  (33)  US.  Hwy.  77  between  Har¬ 
lingen  and  San  Benito;  (34)  U.S.  Hwy. 
281  between  Edinburg  and  Pharr;  and 
(35)  US.  Hwy.  84  and  P.  M.  Road  73  be¬ 
tween  Waco  and  C?oolidge. 

(O  Motion  picture  films  and  theater 
supplies,  flowers  and  potted  plants,  and 


magazines  to,  from,  and  between  all 
points  alcHig  the  routes  shown  below 
serving  all  intermediate  points  thereon 
unless  otherwise  specific :  (1)  State 
Hwy.  16  between  Kerrville  and  San  An¬ 
tonio:  (2)  I.  S.  10  between  Kerrville  and 
San  Antonio  (added  to  present  authority 
over  State  Hwy.  27  and  U.S.  Hwy.  87) ; 

(3)  U.S.  Hwy.  83  between  Catarina  and 
Laredo;  <4)  U.S.  Hwy.  83  between  Rio 
Grande  CTity  and  Mission,  including  the 
nearby  points  of  Grulla,  Sullivan  CJity, 

Los  Ebanos,  and  La  Joya;  (5)  State  Hwy. 

16  between  San  Antonio  and  Poteet;  and 
(6)  State  Hwy.  16  between  Jourdanton 
and  Freer:  and  (7)  State  Hwy.  27,  I.  S. 

10  and  U.S.  Hwy.  290  between  Comfort 
and  Junction. 

(D)  Motion  picture  films  and  theater 
supplies  and  magazines  to,  frtHn,  and 
betw’een  all  points  along  the  routes  showm 
below,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
thereon  unless  otherwise  specified:  (1) 
U.S.  Hwy.  90  between  Segruin  and  Luling ; 

<2)  I.  S.  10  between  San  Antonio  and 
Houston  (added  to  present  authority  over 
U.S.  Hwy.  90  between  San  Antonio  and 
Seguin,  U.S.  Hwy.  90  between  Luling  and 
Houston,  alternate  authority  over  U.S. 
Hwy.  90  between  Seguin  and  Luling,  and 
application  immediately  above) ;  and  (3) 
State  Hwy.  44  between  Robstown  and 
Alice. 

<E)  Flowers  and  potted  plants,  maga¬ 
zines  and  newspapers  to,  from,  and  be¬ 
tween  all  prainte  along  the  routes  shown 
below,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
thereon  unless  otherwise  authorized:  (1) 
State  Hwy.  123  between  Seguin  and 
Stockdale;  and  (2)  U.S.  Hwy.  87  between 
San  Antonio  and  Nixon. 

(P)  Flowers,  potted  plants  and  news¬ 
papers  to,  from,  and  between  all  points 
along  the  routes  showm  below,  serving  all 
intermediate  points  thereon  imless  oth¬ 
erwise  specified:  (1)  U.S.  Hwy.  90  be¬ 
tween  Seguin  and  Luling;  (2)  U.S.  Hwy. 
90  between  Waelder  and  Houston;  (3) 

I.  S.  10  between  San  Antonio  and  Hous¬ 
ton  (  added  to  present  authority  and  that 
re<juested  immediately  above  over  U.S. 
Hwy.  90);  (4)  U.S.  Hwy.  181  between 
'San  Antonio  and  Corpus  Chrlsti;  (5) 
State  Hwy.  35  between  Gregory  and  Ful¬ 
ton;  (6)  State  Hwy.  44  between  Corpus 
CJhristi  and  Alice;  (7)  U.S.  Hwy.  77  be¬ 
tween  'N^ctoria  and  Brownsville:  (8) 
State  Hwy.  141  between  Kingsville  and 
its  Intersection  with  U.S.  Hwy.  281;  (9) 
U.S.  Hwy.  281  between  Alice  and  Edin¬ 
burg;  (10)  U.S.  Hwy.  59  between  Victoria 
and  Houston;  (11)  U.S.  Hwy.  83  between 
Harlingen  and  Mission;  and  (12)  State 
Hwy.  107  between  Combes  and  Edin¬ 
burg.  (G)  Newspapers  to,  from,  and  be¬ 
tween  all  points  along  the  routes  shown 
below,  serving  all  intermediate  points 
thereon  unless  otherwise  specified:  (1) 
U.S.  Hwy.  290  between  Johnson  City  and 
Prederteksburg;  (2)  State  Hwy.  16  be¬ 
tween  Fredericksburg  and  San  Antonio; 
(3)  State  Hway.  27, 1.  S.  10  and  U.S.  Hwy. 
290  between  Comfort  and  Jimction;  (4) 
U.S.  Hwy.  87  and  I.  S.  10  between  Fred¬ 
ericksburg  and  San  Antonio;  (5)  U.S. 
Hwy.  90  between  San  Antonio  and  Del 
Rio;  (6)  UJ3.  Hwy.  277  between  Del  Rio 
and  Carrlzo  Springs;  (7)  UB.  Hwy.  83 
between  Catarina  and  Mission,  including 
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the  nearby  points  of  Grulla,  Sullivan 
City,  Los  Ebanos,  and  La  Joya;  (8)  State 
Hwy.  85  between  Carrizo  Springs  and 
Dilley;  (9)  P.  M.  Road  65  between  Crys¬ 
tal  City  and  Brundage;  (10)  State  Hwy. 

6  between  Waco  and  Heame,  via  Mai^lin 
and  Calvert;  (11)  State  Hwy.  164  be¬ 
tween  Waco  and  Groesbeck,  via  Mart: 
(12)  State  Hwy.  14  between  Groesbeck 
and  its  intersection  with  State  Hwy.  6 
south  of  Bremond; 

(13)  P.  M.  Road  107  between  Moody 
and  Eddy;  (14)  State  Hwy.  16  between 
San  Antonio  and  Preer;  and  (15)  U.S. 
Hwy.  87  between  Nixon  and  Victoria, 
ser^ng  only  the  intermediate  points  of 
Smiley  and  Westoff.  Applicant  proposes 
to  coordinate  the  service  proposed  in  (B) , 
(C) ,  (D) ,  (E) ,  (P) ,  and  (G)  with  service 
presently  being  performed  imder  exist¬ 
ing  authorities  and  to  interline  with 
other  carriers  at  appropriate  interline 
points.  (H)  Applicant  further  proposes 
to  delete  the  restrictions  presently  con¬ 
tained  on  Page  3  and  Page  5  of  Appli¬ 
cant’s  certificate,  and  substitute,  in  lieu 
thereof,  the  restrictions  contained  be¬ 
low:  (1)  No  service  shall  be  rendered  on 
any  shipments  originating  in  Houston 
and  destined  to  Victoria,  or  any  inter¬ 
mediate  point  located  on  U.S.  Hwy.  59 
between  Victoria  and  Houston;  nor  on 
shipments  originating  at  Victoria  des¬ 
tined  to  Houston,  or  any  intermediate 
point  located  on  U.S.  Hwy.  59  between 
Victoria  and  Houston;  nor  on  shipments 
originating  at  any  Intermediate  point 
located  on  U.S.  Hwy.  between  Victoria 
and  Houston  destined  to  Houston,  Vic¬ 
toria,  or  any  other  intermediate  point 
along  said  route. 

(2)  No  service  shall  be  rendered  on 
shipments  of  general  commodities  as 
described  herein  moving  to,  from,  or  be¬ 
tween  the  following  named  towns ; 
Brownsville,  Olmito,  San  Benito,  Mc¬ 
Allen,  Pharr,  Alamo,  Donna,  Weslaco. 
Mercedes,  LaPeria,  San  Juan,  and  Mis¬ 
sion. 

(3)  No  service  shall  be  rendered  on 
shipments  of  general  commodities  as 
described  herein  moving  between  Har¬ 
lingen  and  Edinburg. 

(4)  The  holder  of  this  authority  is  pro¬ 
hibited  from  serving  LaGrange,  Halletts- 
ville,  or  any  intermediate  point  on  U.S. 
Hwy.  77  between  Schulenburg  and  Vic¬ 
toria. 

(5)  The  holder  of  this  authority  is  pro¬ 
hibited  from  serving  Hearne  in  the 
transportation  of  General  Commodities 
as  described  herein  except  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  interline  with  other  carriers. 

(6)  The  holder  of  this  authority  shall 
operate  with  closed  doors  in  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  Motion  Picture  Pilms  and 
Theater  Supplies  between  Refugio  and 
Houston,  Texas,  and  is  prohibited  from 
transporting  films  originating  in  Dallas, 
Texas,  over  the  route  between  Houston 
and  Refugio,  and  vice  versa. 

(7)  The  carrier  is  prohibited  from 
transporting  Magazines  to  or  from 
Houston,  (Corpus  Christ!,  Robstown, 
Sinton,  Oden,  Woodsboro,  and  Refugio 
except  in  Interline  service  with  Blue¬ 
bonnet  Express,  Inc. 

(8)  In  the  ^nsportatlon  of  Motion 
Picture  Films  and  Theater  Supplies,  the 


holder  of  this  authority  shall  operate 
with  closed  doors  between  Waelder  and 
Houston,  serving  Waelder  and  Houston 
in  both  directions. 

(9)  The  holder  of  this  authority  is 
prohibited  from  transporting  Motion 
Picture  Pilms  and  Theater  Supplies, 
Flowers  and  Potted  Plants,  and  Maga¬ 
zines  to  or  from  LaGrange,  Schulenbmrg, 
Victoria,  or  any  intermediate  point  be¬ 
tween  ^hulenburg  and  Victoria;  and 
(10)  The  holder  of  this  authority  is  pro¬ 
hibited  from  transporting  Motion  Pic- 
tme  Films  originating  in  Dallas  moving 
through  Houston  to  any  point  served  by 
the  holder  hereof  and  vice  versa,  and 
prolubited  from  transporting  Motion 
Picture  Films  originating  at  Houston 
destined  to  Victoria  or  vice  versa. 

Intrastate,  interstate,  and  foreign 
commerce  authority  sought.  Hearing: 
Date,  time,  and  place  will  be  scheduled 
approximately  30  days  after  puMication 
in  tlie  Federal  Register.  R^uests  for 
procedural  information  should  be  ad¬ 
dressed  to  the  Railroad  Commission  of 
Texas,  Capitol  Station — ^P.O.  Drawer 
12967,  Austin,  Tex.  78711,  and  should  not 
be  directed  to  the  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission. 


By  the  Commission. 

I  seal!  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

{FR  Doc.75-23465  PUed  9-3-76:8:45  am) 


IRREGULAR-ROUTE  UlOTOR  COMMON 
CARRIERS  OF  PROPERTY 

Elimination  of  Gateway  Letter  Notices 
August  29, 1975. 

The  following  letter -notices  of  pro¬ 
posals  to  eliminate  gateways  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  reducing  highway  congestion,  al¬ 
leviating  air  and  noise  pollution,  mini¬ 
mizing  safety  hazards,  and  conserving 
fuel  have  been  filed  with  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission  under  the  Com¬ 
mission’s  Gateway  Elimination  Rules  (49 
C7FR  1065) ,  and  notice  thereof  to  all  in¬ 
terested  persons  is  hereby  given  as  pro¬ 
vided  in  such  rules. 

An  original  and  two  copies  of  protests 
against  the  proposed  elimination  of  any 
gateway  herein  described  may  be  filed 
with  the  Interstate  OcMxunerce  Commis¬ 
sion  on  or  before  September  15,  1975.  A 
copy  must  also  be  served  upon  applicant 
or  its  representative.  Protests  against  the 
elimination  of  a  gateway,  will  not  operate 
to  stay  commencement  of  the  proposed 
operation. 

Successively  filed  letter-notices  of  the 
same  carrier  imder  these  rules  will  be 
numbered  consecutively  for  convaiience 
in  identification.  Protests,  if  any,  must 
refer  to  such  letter-notices  by  number. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-E39) ,  filed  May  15, 
1974.  Applicant:  CAR-TWRIGHT  VAN 
LINES, 'INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave., 
Grandview,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  Suite 
600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Author!^  sougdit  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motOT 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods,  as  d^lned  by  the 


Commission,  (1)  from  points  in  Nebraska 
<m  and  west  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line 
and  extending  along  UB.  Highway  77  to 
Lincoln,  Nebraska,  thence,  along  U.S.  In¬ 
terstate  IBghway  .80  to  the  Nebraska- 
lowa  State  line  to  points  in  Arkansas  on, 
east  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  62. 

(2)  From  points  in  Nebraska  on,  west 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-South  Dakota  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  State 
Highway  14,  thence  along  State  Highway 
14  to  junction  State  Highway  39,  thence 
along  State  Highway  39  to  Columbus, 
Nebraska,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  81 
to  junction  State  Highway  92,  thence 
along  State  Highway  92  to  jimction  State 
Highway  79,  thence  along  State  Highway 
79  to  Lincoln,  Nebraska,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  the  Nebraska-Mis- 
souri  State  line  to  points  in  Connecticut. 

(3)  From  points  in  Nebraska  within  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska-Kansas 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  281,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
281  to  Grand  Island,  Nebraska,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  Lincoln,  Ne¬ 
braska,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  to  points 
in  Connecticut  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Bridgeport,  Connecticut  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  New 
Haven,  Connecticut,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  91  to  Hartford,  Connecti¬ 
cut,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  44  to  the 
Connecticut-Rhode  Island  State  line. 

(4)  From  points  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne¬ 
braska-South  Dakota  State  line  near 
Valentine,  Nebraska  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  83  to  North  Platte,  Ne¬ 
braska,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
Columbus,  Nebraska,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  the  Nebraska-South 
Dakota  State  line,  thence  along  Ne¬ 
braska-South  Dakota  State  line  to  point 
of  beginning  to  points  in  Kansas  on  and 
east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  near  Kiowa, 
Kansas  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  281  to  Pratt,  Kansas,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  54  to  the  Kansas-Missouri 
State  line. 

(5)  From  points  in  Nebraska  in  Kim¬ 
ball,  Banner,  and  Cheyenne  Counties  to 
points  in  Kansas. 

(6)  From  points  in  Nebraska  on,  east 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-Iowa  State  line  and  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  77 
to  the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  to 
points  in  Louisiana  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80. 

(7)  From  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  toe  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lincoln,  Nebraska, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  281,  thence  along  UJS, 
Highway  281  to  the  Nebraska-South 
Dakota  State  line  to  points  in  Maine  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  on  State 
Road  220,  thence  along  State  Road  220 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  1  to  junction  State  Road 
32,  thence  along  State  Road  32  to  junc- 
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tion  State  Road  17,  thence  along  State 
Road  17  to  Augusta.  Maine,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  95  to  junctltm  UH. 
Highway  267,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway 
267  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  201,  to 
Skouhegan,  Maine,  thence  along  State 
Road  150  to  State  Road  6  and  16,  thence 
along  State  Road  6  and  16  to  junction 
State  Road  11,  thence  along  State  Road 
11  to  the  International  Boundary  Line 
between  the  United  States  and  Canada. 

(8)  From  points  in  Nebraska  on,  west 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska -Kansas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  34 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  281,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  junction  State 
Highway  2,  thence  along  State  Highway 
2  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  385,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  385  to  the  Nebraska- 
South  Dakota  State  line  to  points  In 
Massachusetts  on,  east  and  south  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Massachusetts- 
Coimecticut  State  line  and  extending 
lalong  U.S.  Highway  5  to  Springfield. 
Massachusetts,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  State  Highway  12,  thence 
along  State  Highway  12  to  jimction  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  290,  thence  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  290  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  495,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  495  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  93,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  93  to  the  Massachusetts-New 
Hampshire  State  line. 

(9)  From  points  In  Nebraska  on,  west 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  77  to  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  34 
to  junction  State  Highway  2,  thence 
along  State  Highway  2  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  385,  thence  along  U.S.  Ifighway 
385  to  the  N^raska-South  Dakota  State 
line  to  points  In  Massachusetts  on,  east 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Massachusetts-Connectlcut  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  5  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  90.  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  90  to  junction 
State  Highway  12,  thence  along  State 
Highway  12  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  9, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  9  to  Boston, 
Massachusetts. 

(10)  From  points  In  Nebraska  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Nebraska- 
South  Dakota  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  ffighway  81-  to  Columbus, 
Nebraska,  thence  on  U.S.  Highway  30  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  183  to  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  line  to  points  In  Missouri 
on,  east  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Mlssouri-Iowa  State  line  near  Irena, 
Missouri  and  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  169  to  U.S.  Hl^rway  136,  thence  east 
along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  Interstate 
Highway  35,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  35  to  the  Missouri-Kansas  State 
line. 

(11)  From  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
west  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebraska,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34  to  Jimction  State  IHghway  2, 
thence  along  State  Highway  2  to  junction 


U.S.  Highway  385,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  385  to  the  Nebraska-South 
Dakota  State  line  to  points  in  New  Jersey 
on,  east  and  north  of  a  line  beginning 
on  U.S.  Highway  30  at  Atlantic  City,  New 
Jersey,  and  extending  along  UB.  Hgh- 
way  206  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  L 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  jimction 
State  Highway  26,  thence  along  State 
Highway  26  to  Junction  State  Highway 
27.  thence  along  State  Highway  27  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  4,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  4  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  Jersey 
City,  New  Jersey, 

(12)  From  points  In  Nebraska  on, 
south  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  near  Bea¬ 
trice,  Nebraska  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  77,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  34, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  34  to  junc¬ 
tion  State  Highway  2,  thence  along  State 
Highway  2  to  jimction  UB.  Highway  183, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  20  to  Valentine,  Nebraska, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  83  to  the  Ne¬ 
braska-South  Dakota  State  line  to  points 
In  Suffolk  and  Nassau  Counties,  and  New 
York  City,  N.Y. 

(13)  From  points  In  Nebraska  on,  south 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne¬ 
braska-Kansas  State  line  near  McCook, 
Nebraska  and  extending  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  83  to  North  Platte,  Nebraska,  thrice 
along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  26,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
26  to  the  Nebraska-Wyoming  State  line 
to  points  in  New  York  on,  east  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York-New 
Jersey  State  line  near  Suffem,  New  York 
and  extending  along  Interstate  Highway 
87  to  Albany,  New  York,  thence  along 
State  Highway  2  to  the  New  York-Mas- 
sachusetts  State  line. 

(14)  From  points  in  Nebraska  to  points 
In  North  Carolina. 

(15)  Fnun  points  In  Nebraska  In. 
north,  and  east  ot  Webster,  Adams,  Hall, 
Howard,  Sherman,  (Tuster,  K^th.  Deud. 
CTheyeime,  and  Kimball  Counties  and 
that  portion  of  Lincoln  CTounty  on  end 
north  of  Interstate  Highway  80  to  points 
in  Oklahoma  on  and  within  an  area 
boimded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Okla- 
homa-Kansas  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  Junction  Ok¬ 
lahoma  Highway  45,  thence  along  Okla¬ 
homa  Highway  45  to  junction  Oklahoma 
Highway  8,  thence  along  Oklahoma 
Highway  8  to  Watonga,  Oklahoma, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  281  to  Okla- 
homa-Texas  State  line,  thence  east 
along  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line 
and  north  along  the  Oklahoma-Arkan- 
sas  State  line  to  Fort  Smith,  Arkansas, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  64  to  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line, 
thence  west  along  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  line  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

(16)  From  points  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  81  to  points  in  Oklahoma  on, 
west,  smd  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
64  to  the  Oklahoma-Arkansas  State  line. 


(17)  Frmn  points  in  Nebraska  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  81  to  points  In  Oklahcuna 
on,  east  and  north  of  a  line  begdnnlng  at 
the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  Highway  75  to  Tulsa, 
Oklahoma,  then(^e  along  U.S.  Highway 
64  to  the  Oklahoma-Arkansas  State  line. 

(18)  From  points  In  Nebraska  within 
an  area  bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  near 
Beatrice,  Nebraska,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lincoln,  Nebraska, 
thence  along  Interstate  Hlghwsvy  80  to 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  near 
north  along  the  Nebraska-Iowa  State 
line  to  the  Nebraska-South  I^ota  State 
line,  thence  west  along  the  Nebraska- 
South  Dakota  State  line,  thence  west 
along  the  Nebraska-South  Dakota  line 
to  U.S.  Highway  183  to  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  line  to  point  of  beginning 
to  points  In  Oklahoma  within  an  area 
bounded  by  a  line  beginning  at  the  Okla¬ 
homa-Kansas  State  line  near  Bartles¬ 
ville,  Oklahoma  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  75  to  Henrietta,  Coahoma, 
thence  along  Indian  Nation  Turnpike  to 
Hugo.  Oklahoma,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  271  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
State  line,  thence  west  along  the  Okla¬ 
homa-Texas  State  line  to  UB.  Highway 
283,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  283  to 
junction  State  Highway  44.  thence  along 
State  Highway  44  to  jimction  State  High¬ 
way  33,  thence  along  State  Highway  33 
to  junction  UB.  Highway  183,  th^ce 
along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  281,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
281  to  the  Oklahmna-Kansas  State  line, 
thence  east  along  the  Oklahoma-Kansas 
State  line  to  the  point  of  beginning. 

(19)  From  points  in  Nebraska  to  Phil¬ 
adelphia,  Pennsylvania. 

(20)  From  points  in  Nebraska  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ne¬ 
braska-Kansas  State  line  and  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  183  to  the  Nebraska- 
South  Dakota  State  line  to  p(^ts  In 
Pennsylvania  on  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Pennsylvanla-Ohlo 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  22.  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  22  to  Harrisburg,  Pennsylvania, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  76  to 
the  Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line. 

(21)  From  points  In  Nebraska  on, 
west  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  77  to  Lin¬ 
coln,  Nebraska,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  34  to  Grand  Island,  Nebraska 
thence  along  State  Highway  2  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  183  to  the  Nebraska- 
South  Dakota  State  line  to  points  in 
Rhode  Island. 

(22)  From  points  in  Nebraska  on, 
west,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Nebraska-Kansas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  97  to  Lincoln, 
Nebraska,  thence  east  along  Interstate 
Highway  80  to  the  Nebraska-Iowa 
State  line  to  points  in  Tennessee. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  1.  Brainard,  Kans., 
Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.,  in  (1)  above;  2.  Goes- 
sel,  Kans.;  Cfilnton,  HI.,  Steubenville, 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL  40.  NO.  1 72— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  4,  1975 


Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  In  (2)  above;  3. 
Goessel,  Kans..  Clinton.  HI.,  Steubenville, 
Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Peabody,  Kans., 

In  (3)  above;  4.  B;irrt<m,  Kans.,  Brain- 
ard,  Kans.,  in  (4)  above;  5.  Julesburg, 
Colo.,  Clinton,  HI.,  In  (5)  above;  6.  Ar¬ 
kansas  City,  Kans.,  Troup,  Texas,  in  (6) 
above;  7.  Peabody,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI., 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
Lowell,  Mass.,  In  (7)  above;  8.  Peabody, 
Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  In  (8)  above;  9.  Goes¬ 
sel,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville, 
Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  In  (9)  above; 

10.  Harlan,  Iowa,  Poplar  Bluff,  Mo.,  in 
(10)  above;  11.  Peabody,  Kans.,  Clinton, 
HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  in  (11)  above;  12.  Goessel,  Kans., 
Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio,  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  in  (12)  above;  13.  Goessel, 
Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  in  (13)  above;  14.  St. 
Joseph,  Mo.,  Corinth,  Miss.,  Florence, 
Ala.,  in  (14)  above;  15.  Cowley  City, 
Kans.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Bentley,  Kans.,  in 
(15)  above;  16.  Newton,  Kans.,  Cowley 
CJity,  Kans.,  in  (16)  above;  17.  Newton 
Kans.,  in  (17)  above;  18.  Bxirrton,  Kans., 
Dexter,  Kans.,  in  (18)  above;  19.  St. 
Joseph,  Mo.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville, 
Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  in  (19)  above; 
20.  Goessel,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steuben¬ 
ville,  Ohio,  in  (20)  above;  21.  Goessel, 
Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio, 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  Attleboro,  Mass.,  in 
(21)  above;  22.  Peabody,  Kans.,  Poplar 
Bluff,  Mo.,  Corinth,  Miss.,  Florence,  Ala., 
in  (22)  above; 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E41),  filed 
May  15, 1974.  Applicant;  CARTWRIGHT 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave., 
Grandview,  Mo,  64030.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Theodore  Po^dross,  Suite 
600,  1205  Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Prom  points  in  North  Carolina  to 
points  in  California  in  smd  north  of 
Sonoma,  Napa,  Solano,  Sacramento,  and 
Placer  Counties.  Ihe  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Flor¬ 
ence,  Ala.,  Corinth,  Miss.,  Salina,  Kans., 
Sterling.  Colo.,  and  Walla  Walla,  Wash. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E44),  filed 
May  15, 1974.  AppUcant;  CARTWRIGHT 
VAN  LINES.  INC.,  1109  Cartwright  Ave., 
Grandview,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Theodore  Polydoroff,  Suite 
600,  1205  Connecticut  Ave.  NW.,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Household  goods  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  (1)  frcxn  points  in  Colorado 
in  and  east  of  Conejos,  Alamosa,  Sagu¬ 
ache,  Chaffee,  Park,  Clear  Creek,  Gilpin, 
Boulder,  and  Larimer  Counties,  to  points 
in  Idaho  in  and  north  of  Canyon,  Ada, 
Elmore,  Camos,  Blaine,  Butte,  Jefferson, 
Bonneville  (on  and  west  of  Idaho  High¬ 
way  191) ,  Madison,  and  Teton  Counties; 
(2)  from  points  in  Colorado  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Colorado* 
Kansas  State  line  near  Burlington  ex¬ 
tending  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
Denver,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  6  to 
the  Colorado-Utah  State  line,  to  points  In 
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Iowa  on  and  east  of  a  line  b^inning  at 
the  lowa-Minnesota  State,  line  near 
Northland  extending  along  n.S.  High¬ 
way  65  to  Iowa  Falls,  thence  along  n.S. 
Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69, 
thence  along  n.S.  Highway  69  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  the  lowa- 
Missouri  State  line;  (3)  from  points  In 
Colorado,  to  Harlan.  Iowa,  and  points 
within  15  miles  thereof. 

(4)  Prom  points  in  Colorado,  to  points 
in  Kentucky  in  and  east  of  Henderson, 
Webster,  Hopkins,  and  Christian  Coxm- 
ties;  (5)  from  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  85,  to  points  in 
Kentucky;  (6)  from  points  in  Colorado, 
to  points  in  Maryland  in,  south  and  east 
of  Baltimore,  Anne  Arimdel,  and  Prince 
Georges  Counties;  (7)  from  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  .south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line 
near  Burlington  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  Llmon,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  the  Colorado-Utah  State 
line,  to  points  in  Michigan  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Marquette  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Esconaba 
and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan; 
(8)  from  points  in  Colorado,  to  points  in 
Michigan  in  Chippewa,  Mackinac  Coun¬ 
ties  and  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan;  (9)  from  points  in  Colorado  in  and 
south  of  Cheyenne,  Lincoln  (south  of 
Colorado  Highway  94),  El  Paso,  Teller, 
Park  (south  of  U.S.  Highway  24) ,  Chaf¬ 
fee,  Gunnison,  and  Mesa  Counties,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State 
line  near  Albert  Lea  extending  along  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  35  to  junction  U.8. 
Highway  65,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
65  to  Junction  Minnesota  Highway  23, 
thence  along  Minnesota  Highway  23  to 
junction  U.S.  EUghway  61,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  61  toD^uth. 

(10)  Prom  points  In  Colorado,  to  points 
in  New  York  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsylvanla 
State  line  near  Binghamton,  extending 
along  New  York  Highway  167  to  Junction 
New  York  Highway  7,  thence  along  New 
York  Highway  7  to  junction  New  York 
Highway  30,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  30  to  junction  New  York  High¬ 
way  8,  thence  along  New  York  Highway 
8  to  Junction  Interstate  Highway  87, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  87  to 
the  United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line;  (11)  from  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  40 
to  points  in  New  York  on  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  New  York-Pennsyl- 
vania  State  line  near  Binghamton  ex¬ 
tending  along  New  York  Highway  26  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  11,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  11  to  Jimction  New  York 
Highway  13,  thence  along  New  York 
Highway  13  to  its  end;  (12)  from  points 
in  Colorado  in  and  north  of  Kit  Carson. 
Washington,  Arapahoe,  Jefferson,  Clear 
Creek,  Summit,  Eagle,  Garfield,  and 
Mesa  Counties,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  in 
and  east  of  Cotton,  Comanche,  Caddo, 
Canadian,  Kingfisher,  Garfield,  and 
Grant  Coimties;  (13)  from  points  in 
Colorado  in,  north  and  west  of  Eat  Car- 
son,  El  Paso,  Teller,  Park,  CSiaffee, 
Saguache,  Alamosa,  and  Conjos  Coun- 
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ties,  to  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  81. 

(14)  Prom  points  in  Colorado  east  of 
the  Continental  Divide,  to  points  in 
Oregon  in,  north  and  west  of  Klamath, 
Deschutes,  Crook,  Wheeler,  Morrow, 
Umatilla,  Union,  and  Wallowa  Counties; 
(15)  from  points  in  Colorado,  to  points 
in  South  Carolina  on,  south  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  1;  (16)  from  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line 
near  Burlington  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction 
Colorado  Highway  13,  thence  along  Colo¬ 
rado  Highway  13  to  the  Colorado- 
Wyoming  State  line,  to  points  in  Texas 
on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  extending 
along  Interstate  Highway  35  to  Junction 
Texas  Highway  51,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  51  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
377,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  377  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  281,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  281  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  81,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  81  to 
the  United  States-Mexico  International 
Boundary  line;  (17)  from  points  in  Colo¬ 
rado  in  and  north  of  Cheyenne,  Lincoln, 
El  Paso,  Teller,  Park,  Lake,  Pitkin,  and 
Mesa  Counties,  to  points  in  Texas  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Texas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  near  Gainesville 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  35 
to  Jimction  Texas  Highway  51,  thence 
along  Texas  Highway  51  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
81  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  183,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  183  to  junction 
Texas  Highway  80,  thence  along  Texas 
Highway  80  to  junction  Texas  Highway 
72,  thence  alon^  Texas  Highway  72  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  281,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  281  to  the  United  States- 
Mexico  International  Boundary  line. 

(18)  Prom  points  in  Colorado  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  85,  to  points  in 
Virginia;  (19)  from  points  in  Colorado 
on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  85  to  points 
in  West  Virginia;  (20)  from  points  in 
Colorado  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line 
near  Burlington  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the 
Colorado-Utah  State  line,  to  points  in 
Wisconsin  on  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Wisconsln-Hlinols  State  line 
near  Brodland,  Wis.,  extending  along 
Wisconsin  Highway  104  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  14,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
14  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  151,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  151  to  junction  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  26,  thence  along  Wis¬ 
consin  Highway  26  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highw’ay 
41  to  Green  Bay,  Wis. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of  Monida,  Mont.,  in 
(1)  above;  Newton  and  Goessel,  Kans., 
in  (2)  above;  Sidney,  Nebr.,  and  Newton, 
Kans.,  in  (3)  above;  Newton,  Kans., 
Clinton,  Ill.,  and  Vincennes,  Ind.,  in  (4) 
above;  Newton,  Kans.,  and  Clinton,  Ill., 
in  (5)  above;  Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI., 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  in  (6)  above;  Goessel,  Ksms.,  Mor¬ 
ton,  m.,  Bloomington,  Ill.,  Newton,  Kans., 
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and  Eiireka,  HI.,  in  (7)  above;  Newton, 
Kans.,  and  Bloomington,  HI.,  in  (8) 
above;  Goessel,  Kans.,  and  Kimballton, 
Iowa,  in  (9)  above;  Newton,  Kans.,  Clin¬ 
ton,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio,  and  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.,  in  (10)  above;  Newton, 
Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio, 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  in  (11)  above; 
Arkansas  City,  and  Newton,  Kans.,  in 
(12)  above;  Arkansas  City,  Kans.,  in  (13) 
above;  Mary  Hill,  Dalesport,  and  Walla 
Walla,  Wash.,  in  (14)  above;  Liberal, 
Kans.,  Corinth,  Miss.,  Florence,  Ala., 
Valdosta,  Ga.,  and  Hays,  Kans.,  in  (15) 
above;  Arkansas  City,  Kans.,  in  (16)  and 
(17)  above;  Goessel,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI., 
Cumberland,  Ky.,  and  Newton,  Kans., 
and  Harlan,  Ky.,  in  (18)  above;  Goessel, 
Kans.,  Clinton,  Ill.,  Emerson,  Ohio,  New¬ 
ton,  Kans.,  and  Cumberland,  Ill.,  in  (19) 
above;  and  Goessel,  Kans.,  Morton,  Ill., 
Newton,  Kans.,  and  Hopedale,  HI.,  in  (20) 
above. 

No.  MC  88368  (Sub-No.  E45),  filed 
May  15, 1974.  Applicant:  CARTWRIGHT 
VAN  LINES,  INC.,  1109  Cartwright 
Ave.,  Grandview,  Mo.  64030.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Theodore  Polydoroff, 
Suite  600,  1250  Connecticut  Ave.  NW., 
Washington,  D.C.  20036.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier. 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Household  goods,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission;  (1)  from 
points  on,  west,  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Wyoming-South  Dakota 
State  line  near  New  Castle,  Wyo.,  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  16  to  Gil¬ 
lette,  Wyo.,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  Sheridan,  Wyo.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  the  Wyoming- 
Montana  State  line  to  points  in  Connect¬ 
icut;  (2)  from  points  in  Wyoming  in 
and  west  of  Laramie,  Albany,  Carbon, 
Fremont,  Hot  Springs,  and  Park  Coun¬ 
ties  to  p>oints  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  (3)  from  points  in  and  east  of  Park, 
Hot  Springs,  Freemont,  and  Carbon 
Counties  to  points  in  Idaho  in  and  north 
of  Ada,  (Tianyon,  Boise,  Gem,  Payette, 
Washington,  and  Idaho  Coimties;  (4) 
from  points  in  Wyoming  to  points  in 
Idaho  in  and  north  of  Idaho  County; 

(5)  from  points  in  Wyoming  to  Danville, 
HI.,  and  points  within  100  miles  thereof; 

(6)  from  points  in  and  west  of  Sheridan, 
Johnson,  Natrona,  Albany,  Platte, 
Goshen,  and  Laramie  Cmmties  to  points 
in  Hlinois  in  and  south  of  Adams, 
Schuyler,  Mason,  Logan,  McLean,  Ford, 
and  Iroquois  Counties;  (7)  from  points 
in  Wyoming  in  and  west  of  Carbon, 
Sweetwater,  and  Lincoln  Counties  to 
points  in  Indiana;  (8)  from  points  in 
Wyoming  in  and  west  of  Sheridan,  John¬ 
son,  Natrona,  Albany,  Platte,  Goshen, 
and  Laramie  Counties  to  points  in  In¬ 
diana  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Indiana-Hlinois  State  line  near 
Kentland,  Ind.,  and  extending  along  U.S, 
Highway  24  to  Huntington,  Ind.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  224  to  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line. 

(9)  Pr(Mn  points  in  Wyoming  to  points 
in  Indiana  within  100  miles  of  Danville, 
HI.;  (10)  from  points  ip  Wyoming  to 
points  In  Kansas  in,  east,  and  south  of 
Harper,  Kingman,  Reno,  McPherson,  Sa¬ 


line,  Dickinson,  Geary,  Riley,  Wabaun¬ 
see,  Shawnee,  Jefferson,  and  Leaven¬ 
worth  Counties;  (11)  from  points  in 
Wyoming  in  and  west  of  Park,  Hot 
Springs,  Freemont,  Lincoln,  and  Uinta 
Counties,  to  points  in  Kansas  in  and  east 
of  Republic,  Cloud,  Ottawa,  Saline,  Ells¬ 
worth,  Barton,  Stafford,  Pratt,  and  Bar¬ 
ker  Coimties;  (12)  from  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming  to  points  in  Kentucky  in  and  east 
of  Henderson,  Webster,  Hopkins,  and 
Christian  (bounties ;  (13)  from  points  in 
Wyoming  in,  south,  and  west  of  Camp¬ 
bell  and  Weston  CTounties  to  points  in 
Maine;  (14)  from  points  in  Wyoming  in 
and  west  of  Park,  Hot  Springs,  P’reemont, 
Natrona,  Albany,  and  Laramie  Counties 
to  points  in  Maryland  in,  south,  and  east 
of  Baltimore,  Anne  Arundel,  and  Prince 
Georges  Counties:  (15)  from  points  in 
Wyoming  to  points  in  Massachusetts  in 
and  east  of  Franklin,  Hampshire,  and 
Hampden  Counties;  (16)  from  points  in 
Wyoming  in  and  west  of  Sheridan,  John¬ 
son,  Converse,  Platte,  Goshen,  and 
Laramie  Counties  to  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts;  (17)  from  points  in,  south,  and 
west  of  Park,  Hot  Springs,  Fremont,  Car¬ 
bon,  Albany,  and  Laramie  Counties  to 
points  in  Michigan  on  the  Lower  Penin¬ 
sula  in,  north,  and  east  of  Ottawa,  Kent, 
Ionia,  Ingham,  Jackson,  and  Hillsdale 
Counties;  (18)  from  i»ints  in  Wyoming, 
in  and  west  of  Laramie,  Albany,  C?arbon, 
Freemont,  Hot  Springs,  and  Park  Coun¬ 
ties  to  points  in  New  Hampshire;  (19) 
fr(Mn  points  in  Wyoming  to  points  in  New 
Jersey  in  and  south  of  Passaic,  Morris, 
and  Warren  Counties. 

(20)  Prom  points  in  Wyoming  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Wyoming-Nebraska  State  line  near 
Pine  Bluffs,  Wyo.,  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  Rawlins,  Wyo., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  287  to  Lan¬ 
der,  Wyo.,  thence  along  Wyoming  High¬ 
way  789  to  junction  Wyoming  Highway 
120,  thence  along  Wyoming  Highway  120 
to  the  Wyoming-Montana  State  line  to 
points  in  New  York  on,  east,  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York-New 
Jersey  State  line  near  Port  Jervis,  N.Y., 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  209 
to  Kingsport,  N.Y.,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  87  to  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boxmdary  line; 
(21)  from  points  in  Wyoming  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Wyo¬ 
ming-Nebraska  State  line  near  Torring- 
ton,  Wyo.,  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  26  to  CTasper,  Wyo.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  the  Wyoming-Mon¬ 
tana  State  line  to  points  in  New  York  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
New  York-New  Jersey  State  line  near 
Port  Jervis,  N.Y.,  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  209  to  Kinston,  N.Y^ 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  87  to 
Albany,  N.Y„  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  4  to  Troy,  N.Y„  thence  along  Wyo¬ 
ming  Highway  2  to  the  New  York-Penn- 
sylvania  State  line:  (22)  from  points  in 
Wy(Hning  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
banning  at  the  Wyoming-Nebraska 
State  line  near  Tarrington,  Wyo,,  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  Casper, 
Wyo.,  thence  along  U.S,  Highway  87  to 
the  Wyoming-Montana  State  line  to 


points  in  Ohio  on,  south,  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Ohio -Indiana  State 
line  near  Greenville,  Ohio,  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  36  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  26,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  25  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  the 
Ohio-Michigan  State  line. 

(23)  From  points  in  Wyoming  to  points 
in  Oregon  in,  north,  and  west  of  Kla¬ 
math,  Deschutes,  Crook,  Wheeler,  Mor¬ 
row,  Umatilla,  Union,  and  Wallowa 
Coimties;  (24)  from  points  in  Wyoming 
to  points  in  Oklahoma  in  and  east  of 
Woods,  Alfalfa,  Garfield,  Kingfisher, 
Canadian,  Grady,  Comanche,  and  Cot¬ 
ton  Counties;  (25)  from  points  in  Wyo¬ 
ming  in  and  west  of  Laramie,  Albany, 
Carbon,  Fremont,  Hot  Springs,  and  Park 
Counties  to  points  in  Pennsylvania;  (26) 
from  points  in  Wyoming  to  points  in 
Pennsylvania  in,  east,  and  south  of 
Washington,  Allegheny,  Westmoreland, 
Blair,  Centre,  Union,  Northumberland, 
Montour,  Columbia,  Luzerne,  Wyoming, 
Caibondale,  and  Wayne  Counties;  (27) 
from  points  in  Wyoming  to  points  in 
South  Carolina,  in  and  south  of  Aiken, 
Lexington,  Richland,  Sumter,  Lee,  Flor¬ 
ence,  and  Dillon  Counties;  (28)  from 
points  in  Wyoming  to  pwints  in  Virginia 
in,  east,  and  south  of  Giles,  Montgomery, 
Roanoke,  Rockbridge,  Botetourt,  Au¬ 
gusta,  Albemarle,  Louisa,  Hanover,  King 
William,  New  Kent,  Tonano,  and  York 
Counties;  (29)  from  pxjints  in  Wyoming 
in  and  west  of  Laramie,  Albany,  Carbon, 
Fremont,  Hot  Springs,  and  Park  Coun¬ 
ties  to  points  in  Vermont,  in  Essex,  Cale¬ 
donia,  Washington,  Orange,  Windsor, 
and  Windham  Counties;  (30)  from 
points  in  Wyoming  in  and  west  of  Car¬ 
bon,  Fremont,  Hot  Springs,  and  Park 
Counties  to  points  in  Virginia;  and  (31) 
from  points  in  Wyoming,  in  and  west  of 
Laramie,  Albany,  Carbon,  Fremont,  Hot 
Springs,  and  Park  Counties  to  points  in 
West  Vir^nia  in,  south,  and  east  of 
Jackson,  Kanawha,  Boone,  Logan,  and 
Mingo  Counties. 

The  purix)se  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of:  in  (1)  above,  Sid¬ 
ney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI., 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia, 
Pa.;  in  (2)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Goessel, 
Kans.,  Clinton,  Ill.,  Steubenville,  Ohio, 
and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  in  (3)  above,  Mo- 
nida  and  Missoula,  Mont.;  in  (4)  above, 
Missoula,  Mont.;  in  (5)  above,  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  Chenda,  HI.,  and  Shelby,  Iowa;  in 
(6)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  and  Goessel, 
Kans.;  in  (7)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  and 
Newton,  Kans.;  in  (8)  above,  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  and  Newton,  Kans.;  in  (9)  above, 
Sidney,  Nebr.,  Shelby,  Iowa,  and  Bloom¬ 
ington,  HI.;  in  (10)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr., 
Shelby,  Iowa,  and  Bloomington,  HI.;  in 
(10)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton, 
Kans.,  Moimdridge,  Kans.;  in  (11)  above, 
Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans,,  and 
Moundridge,  Kans.;  in  (12)  above, 
Shelby,  Iowa,  Bloomington,  HI.,  Vin¬ 
cennes,  Ind.,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton, 
Kans.,  and  Clinton,  HI.;  in  (13)  above, 
Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton, 
HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio,  Philadelphia, 
Pa.,  Boston,  Mass.,  and  Lawrence,  Mass.; 
in  (14)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton, 
Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville.  Ohio, 
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Philadelphia,  Pa.;  In  (15)  above,  Sidney, 
^Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steu¬ 
benville,  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  in 
(16)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton, 
Kans.,  Cllnt(Hi,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  in  (17)  above,  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  Newton,  Elans.,  and  Blooming¬ 
ton,  HI.;  in  (18)  above,  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI., 
Steubenville,  Ohio,  Philadelphia,  Pa., 
Lowell,  Mass.,  and  Lawrence,  Mass.; 
in  (19)  above,  Sidney,  Neb.,  New¬ 
ton,  Kans.,  CTlinton,  HI.,  Steubenville, 
Ohio,  and  Philadelphisi,  Pa.;  in  (20) 
above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans., 
Clinton.  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio,  and 
Philadelphia,  Pa.;  in  (21)  above,  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton,  HI.,  Steu¬ 
benville,  Ohio,  and  Philadelphia,  Pa.;  In 
(22)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans., 
Clinton,  HI.,  and  Ooessel,  Kans. 

m  (23)  above,  Mary  Hill,  Wash.,  and 
Dalesport,  Wash.;  in  (24)  above,  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  and  Newton,  Kans.;  in  (25)  above, 
Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton, 
HI.,  and  Steubenville,  Ohio;  in  (26) 
above,  Steubenville,  Ohio,  Sidney,  Nebr., 
Newton,  Kans.,  Clinton,  Ill.,  and  Phila¬ 
delphia,  Pa.;  in  (27)  above,  Sidney, 
Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans.,  Corinth,  Miss., 
Florence,  Ala.,  and  Valdosta,  Ga.;  in 
(28)  above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans., 
Clinton,  HI.,  and  Harlan,  Ky.;  in  (29) 
above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans., 
Clinton,  HI.,  Steubenville,  Ohio,  Phila- 
deli^a.  Pa.,  and  Clinton,  Mass.;  ii>  (30) 
above,  Sidney,  Nebr.,  Newton,  Kans., 
Clinton,  m.,  and  Harlan,  and  in 
(31)  above,  Shtaey,  Nebr.,  Goessel,  Kans., 
Clinton,  HI.,  Emerson,  Ohio,  Steubenville, 
Ohio,  and  Cumberland,  Ky. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E15),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  Applicant:  AMERICAN 
BULK  TRANSPORT  CO.,  Kansas  Cfity, 
Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s  representative: 
H.  B.  Poster  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Acids,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Groton,  Conn.,  to  points 
in  Arkansas,  Colorado,  Kansas,  Ne¬ 
braska,  North  Dakota,  Oklahoma,  South 
Dakota,  and  points  in  Tennessee  in  and 
west  of  Montgomery,  Houston,  Benton, 
Henderson,  (Chester,  and  McNairy  Comi¬ 
ties;  (2)  Phosphoric  acid,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Groton,  Conn.,  to  points 
in  Louisiana  in  and  west  of  Union, 
Ouachita,  Jackson,  Winn,  Grant,  Ra¬ 
pides,  Evangeline,  Acadia,  Lafayette  and 
Vermilion  Parishes;  (3)  Acetic  acid,  from 
Groton,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Louisiana  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  at  Grand  Isle  extending  along 
Louisiana  Highway  1  to  jimction  Louisi¬ 
ana  Highway  24,  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  24  to  the  southern  boundary 
of  St.  James  Parish,  thence  along  the 
southern  and  eastern  boundaries  of  St. 
James,  St.  John  the  Baptist,  and  Tangti- 
tahoa  Parishes,  to  the  Mississippl- 
Loulsiana  State  line,  and  points  in  Mis¬ 
sissippi  in,  south,  and  west  of  Pike, 
Lincoln,  Copiah,  Hinds,  and  Warren 
Coimties  (except  points  in  Hinds  and 
Warren  Counties  located  on  and  north 
of  U.S.  Highway  80) . 
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(4)  Such  liquid  acids  as  are  embraced 
within  liquid  chemicals,  from  Groton, 
Conn.,  to  points  in  Kentucky,  in  and  west 
of  Union,  Crittenden,  Caldwell,  and  Trigg 
Counties;  (5)  Acids,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Groton,  Ccmn.,  to  points 
in  Illinois,  in  and  west  of  Rock  Island. 
Henry,  Stark,  Peoria,  Tazewell,  Logan. 
Sangamon,  Christian,  Montgomery,  Pay¬ 
ette,  Marion,  Jefferson,  Franklin,  Wil¬ 
liamson,  Johnson,  and  Pulaski  Counties; 
(6)  Chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Groton.  Conn.,  to  points  in  Illinois 
located  in  and  west  of  Jersey,  Green,  and 
Morgan  Counties,  that  part  of  Sangamon 
County  located  on  and  west  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66,  Menerd,  Mason,  Tazewell,  Wood¬ 
ford,  La  Salle,  Lee.  Ogle,  and  Winnebago 
Counties;  (7)  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Groton,  Conn.,  to 
points  in  Hlinois,  in  and  west  of  Lake, 
Kane,  Du  Page,  Kendall,  Grundy,  Liv¬ 
ingston,  McLean,  DeWltt,  Macon,  CThrls- 
tian,  Montgomery,  Bond,  Madison,  St. 
Clair,  and  Randolph  Coimties,  and  points 
in  Wisconsin;  and  (8)  Chemicals,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Groton,  (^onn.,  to 
points  in  Missouri  in,  north,  and  west 
of  Jefferson,  St.  Francois,  Madison, 
Wayne  and  Butler  Counties.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  (1)  those  points  that  are  in  the  Chi¬ 
cago,  HI.  commercial  zone,  and  the 
Whiting,  Ind.  commercial  zone;  (2)  those 
points  that  are  in  the  Chicago,  HI.  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  and  the  Whiting,  Hid.  com¬ 
mercial  zone,  and  Columbia.  Tenn.;  (3) 
those  points  that  are  in  the  Chicago,  HL 
commercial  zone,  and  the  Whiting,  Ind. 
commercial  zone,  and  Memphis,  Tenn.; 
(4)  Selma,  Mo.;  (5)  Pike  County,  Mo.; 
(6)  Muscatine,  Iowa;  (7)  the  plantsite  of 
the  Hawkeye  Chemlctd  Co.,  at  or  near 
Clinton,  Iowa;  and  (8)  Burlington,  Iowa. 

No.  MC  92983  (Sub-No.  E16),  filed 
June  4,  1974.  AppUcant;  AMERICAN 
BULK  TRANSPORT  CO.,  Kansas  City, 
Mo.  64142.  Applicant’s  representative: 
H.  B.  Foster  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  Liquid  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Groton, 
Conn.,  to  points  in  Arkansas  located  in 
and  west  of  Sharp,  Independence,  Cle- 
biune,  Faulkner,  Pulaski,  Grant,  Dallas, 
Calhoim,  and  Union  Counties;  (2)  Liquid 
chemicaJs,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Groton,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Arkansas  in 
and  west  of  Craighead,  Poinsett,  Jackson, 
Woodruff,  Prairie,  Lonoke,  Jefferson, 
Cleveland,  Bradley,  and  Union  Counties 
(except  the  transportation  of  petrolexun 
products  as  described  in  Appendix  XHI 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates.  61  M.C.C.  209,  to 
those  points  in  Arkansas,  located  within 
200  miles  of  Tulsa,  Okla.) ;  (3)  Acids  and 
Chemicals,  (except  petroleum  and  petro- 
leiun  products) ,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Groton,  Conn.,  to  points  in  South 
Dakota;  (4)  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Groton,  Conn.,  to 
points  in  Texas  (except  Orange,  Jeffer¬ 
son,  Chambers,  Liberty,  Montgomery, 
Harris,  Galveston,  Brazoria,  and  Port 
Bend  Counties,  and  that  part  of  Mata- 
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gorda  County  located  east  of  Texas  High¬ 
way  60  and  except  Dallas) . 

(5)  Acids  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Groton,  Conn.,  to 
points  in  Minnesota  and  that  part  of 
Wisconsin  in,  north,  and  west  of  Brown. 
Calumet,  Fond  du  Lac,  Dodge,  Jefferson, 
and  Rock  Counties;  (6)  Chemicals,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Groton, 
Conn.,  to  points  in  North  Dakota;  (7) 
Acids  and  chemicais.  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  frmn  points  in  Connecticut  to 
Dallas,  Tex.;  (8)  Such  polyvinyl  acetate, 
linseed  oil.  Unseed  oil  blends,  and  linseed 
oil  products,  and  paint  materials  as  are 
embraced  within  acids  and  chemicals, 
from  points  in  Connecticut  to  Houston, 
Tex.;  (9)  Chemicals  (except  derivatives 
of  petroleum  or  petroleum  products,  S3m- 
thetic  resins  and  varnishes),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  from  points  in 
CoimecUcut  (except  Groton) ,  to  points  in 
Minnesota  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Minnesota-South 
Dakota  State  line  at  Ortonville  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  75  to  the  north¬ 
ern  boundary  of  Lac  Qul  Parle  Coimty, 
thence  along  the  north  and  east  bound¬ 
aries  of  Lac  Qui  Parle,  Ydlow  Medicine, 
Lyon,  Murray,  and  Noble  Coimties,  to  the 
Minnesota-Iowa  State  line;  (10)  Acids 
and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  (A)  from  points 
in  Connecticut  to  points  in  Idaho, 
Montana,  Wyoming,  South  Dakota, 
points  in  North  Dakota  in  and  west  of 
Cavalier,  Ramsey,  Benson,  Eddy,  Foster, 
Stutsman.  LaMoure,  and  Sargent  Coun¬ 
ties  (except  from  Groton,  Conn.,  to 
points  in  North  Dakota) ;  (B)  from 
points  in  Connecticut  to  points  in 
Arizona,  California,  Nevada,  New  Mexico, 
Oregon,  and  Utah. 

(11)  Adds  and  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Connecticut,  to  pcAnts  in  Colorado,  Kan¬ 
sas,  Nebraska,  Oklahoma,  points  in  Iowa 
in  and  west  of  Osceola,  O’Brian,  Buena 
Vista,  Calhoun,  Greene,  Dallas,  Madison, 
Clark,  and  Decatur  Counties,  and  points 
in  Missouri  in  and  west  of  Mercer, 
Grundy,  Livingston,  Carroll,  Saline, 
Cooper,  Morgan,  Camden,  Laclede, 
Wright,  Douglas,  sind  Ozaric  Counties, 
and  points  lu  Arkansas  in  and  west  of 
Baxter,  Searcy,  Van  Buren,  Conway, 
Perry,  Saline,  Hot  Spring,  Clark,  Nevada, 
and  Lafayette  Counties;  (12)  Acids  and 
Uquid  chemicals  (excej^  those  derived 
from  petroleum  and  petroleum  products ) , 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Connecticut  to  points  in  Texas  (except 
Newton,  Orange,  and  Jefferson  Coun¬ 
ties)  ;  (13)  Liquid  chemicals,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  or  hopper  vehicles,  from  points  in 
Connecticut  to  points  in  Texas  in  and 
west  of  Sabine,  San  Augustine,  and 
Angelina,  Trinity,  Walker,  Grimes,  Wal¬ 
ler,  Austin  Wharton  and  Matagorda 
Counties;  (14)  Adds  and  chemicals,  in 
bulk,  from  points  in  Connecticut  to 
points  in  Louisiana  located  in  Caddo  and 
DeSota  Parishes  and  points  in  Sabine 
Parish  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  171 
.from  the  southern  county  boundary  to 
junction  with  Louisiana  Highway  175, 
thence  along  Louisiana  Highway  175  to 
northern  boundary  of  Sabine  Parish. 

The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateways  of:  (1)  Burlington, 
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Mo.,  and  points  within  10  miles  thereof, 
and  Selma,  Mo.;  (2)  Burlington,  Mo., 
and  points  within  10  miles  thereof,  and 
Pike  County,  Mo.;  (3)  Windham,  Iowa, 
and  points  within  15  miles  thereof;  (4) 
Burlington,  Mo.,  and  points  within  10 
miles  thereof,  and  Springfield,  Mo.;  (5) 
plantsite  of  lowa-Guttenberg  terminal 
Inc.,  located  approximately  2  miles  south 
of  Guttenberg,  Iowa;  (6)  Des  Moines, 
Iowa;  (7)  and  (8)  Kansas  City,  Mo. 
(Turner,  Kans.,  annexed  by  Kansas  City, 
Kans.) ;  (9)  Kansas  City,  Mo.;  (10)  Kan¬ 
sas  City,  Kans.  (Turner,  Kans.,  annexed 
by  Kansas  City,  Kans.);  (11)  Olathe, 
Kans.,  (a  point  in  the  Kansas  City,  Kans. 
commercial  zone  which  annexed  Turner, 
Kans.) ;  (12)  Olathe,  Kans.,  (a  point  in 
the  Kansas  City,  Kans.  commercial  zone 
which  annexed  Turner,  Kans.),  and 
Lawrence,  Kans.;  (13)  Olathe,  Kans.,  (a 
point  in  the  Kansas  City,  Kans.  commer¬ 
cial  zone  which  annexed  Turner,  Kans.) , 
and  Springfield,  Mo.;  and  (14)  Kansas 
City,  Mo.  (Turner,  Kans.,  annexed  by 
Kansas  City,  Kans.) . 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-E202) ,  filed  June 
3,  1974.  Applicant;  COASTAL  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  215  East  Waterloo,  Rd., 
Akron,  Ohio  44306.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Fred  H.  Daly  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  com¬ 
mon  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting;  liquid 
chemicals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Greenup  and  Boyd  Coimties, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  Michigan  on  and  north 
a  line  beginning  at  Lake  Michigan  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  10  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  75,  to  junction 
NOchigan  Highway  21  to  Lake  Huron, 
and  Chicago,  HI.  The  purpose  of  this 
flUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
South  Charleston  or  Institute,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-E204) ,  filed  June 
3,  1974.  Applicant;  COASTAL  TANK 
LINES,  INC.,  215  East  Waterloo  R(L, 
Akitm,  Ohio  44306.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Fred  H.  Daly  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  New¬ 
port,  Bellevue,  Fort  Thomas,  Covington, 
Wilders,  and  Dayton,  Ky.,  and  points  in 
Kentucky  which  are  within  the  com¬ 
mercial  zone  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to 
Kobuta,  Pa.  and  points  within  5  miles' 
thereof.  The  piupose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Akron,  Ohio. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-E205),  filed 

June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  COASTAL 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  215  East  Waterloo 
Rd.,  Akron,  Ohio  44306.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Fred  H.  Daly  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  petro¬ 
leum  products  (except  petrochemicals), 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Newport, 
Bellevue,  Fort  Thomas,  Covington,  Wild¬ 
ers,  and  Dasrton,  Ky.,  and  points  in  Ken¬ 
tucky  within  the  commercial  zone  of 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Connecti¬ 
cut,  New  Jersey,  New  Hampshire,  and 
Vermont.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mansfield,  Co¬ 


lumbus,  Akron,  Springfield,  or  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  Pittsbiugh,  Pa.  and  Congo,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-E206),  filed 

June  3,  1974.  Applicant:  CXDASTAL 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  215  East  Waterloo 
Rd.,  Akron,  Ohio  44306.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative;  Fred  H.  Daly  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  liquid 
petrochemicals,  as  defined  by  the  Com¬ 
mission,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
points  in  Kentucky  to  points  in  Rhode 
Island,  Massachusetts,  and  Connecticut. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  South  Charleston  or  In¬ 
stitute,  W.  Va.  or  points  in  Allegheny  or 
Beaver  Counties,  Pa. 

No.  MC  102616  (Sub-E207),  filed 

June  3,  1974.  Applicant;  COASTAL 
TANK  LINES,  INC.,  215  East  Waterloo 
Rd.,  Akron,  Ohio  44306.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Fred  H.  Daly  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles 
from  Newport,  Bellevue,  Port  Ihomas, 
Covington,  Wilders,  and  Dayton,  Ky.,  and 
points  in  Kentucky  within  the  commer¬ 
cial  zone  of  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points 
in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Maryland, 
Massachusetts,  Rhode  Island,  points  in 
Virginia  on  and  north  of  U.S.  Highway 
60,  New  York,  N.Y.  and  the  District  of 
Columbia.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Mansfield, 
Columbus. 

No.  MC  106775  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  21, 1974.  Applicant:  ATLAS  TRUCiC 
LD^,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  9848,  Houston,  Tex. 
77015.  Applicant’s  representative:  James 
McCurdy  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting: 

(1)  Machinery,  equipment,  materials, 
and  supplies  used  in,  or  in  connection 
with,  the  discovery,  development,  pro¬ 
duction,  refining,  manufacture,  process¬ 
ing,  storage,  transmission,  and  distrlbu- 
tiMi  of  natural  gas  and  petroleum  and 
their  products  and  by-products,  and  ma¬ 
chinery,  equipment,  materials,  and  sup¬ 
plies  used  in,  or  in  connection  with,  the 
construction,  operation,  repair,  servic¬ 
ing,  maintenance,  and  dismantling  of 
pipelines.  Including  the  stringing  and 
picking  up  thereof  (except  the  stringing 
and  picking  up  of  pipe  in  connection  with 
main  pipelines) ;  (a)  between  points  in 
Oklahoma  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Colorado  on,  ,west,  and  north  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  Colorado-New  Mex¬ 
ico  State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  87  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  350,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  350  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50 
to  the  Colorado-Kansas  State  line 
(Texas)  * ;  (b)  between  points  in  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  Texas,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Kansas  (Oklahoma)*;  (c)  between 


points  in  Lea  and  Eddy  Counties^  N.  Mex., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Colorado,  Montana,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming  (Texas)  * ;  (d)  between  points 
in  Lea  and  Eddy  Coimties,  N.  Mex.,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on,  the  othet,  points 
in  Kansas  (Oklahoma)*. 

(e)  Between  points  in  Arkansas,  Loui¬ 
siana,  Mississippi,  Texas,  and  Lea  and 
Eddy  Counties,  N.  Mex.,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  that  part  of 
North  Dakota  on  and  west  of  North 
Dakota  Highway  30,  and  that  part  of 
South  Dakota  west  of  the  Missouri  River 
and  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Missouri  River  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  14  to  Phillips,  S.  Dak.,  and 
extending  along  South  Dakota  Highway 
73  (formerly  portion  U.S.  Highway  14) 
at  or  near  Phillip  Junction,  S.  Dak., 
thence  along  unnumbered  highway  to 
juncti^  U.S.  Highway  14  at  or  near 
Cottonwood,  S.  Dak.,  and  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  14  to  the  South  Dakota- 
Wyoming  State  line  (Oklahoma)  * ;  (f ) 
between  points  in  Colorado  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  extending  from 
the  Colorado-Utah  State  line  east 
along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction 
Colorado  Highway  69,  thence  along 
Colorado  Highway  69  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  87,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  87  to  the  Colorado-New  Mex¬ 
ico  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  extending  from  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  along  U.S. 
Highway  54  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
283,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  283  to 
Dodge  City,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  14  to 
junction  Kansas  Highway  4  to  Topeka, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
the  Kansas-Missouri  State  line  (Okla¬ 
homa  and  Texas)  * ;  (g)  between  points 
in  Montana,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Kansas  on  and  south 
of  a  line  extending  from  the  Kansas- 
Oklahoma  State  line  along  UB.  Highway 
56  to  Dodge  City,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  154  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
junction  Kansas  Highway  96,  thence 
along  I^nsas  Highway  96  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  39,  thence  along  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  39  to  junction  Kansas  High¬ 
way  7,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  7 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  junction  un- 
niunbered  Kansas  Highway,  thence 
along  Kansas  unnumbered  Highway  to 
Garland  and  the  Kansas-Missouri  State 
line  (Oklahoma  and  Texas)  *. 

(h)  Between  points  in  Utah,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Kansas  on,  south,  and  e^t  of  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Kansas-Missouri  State 
line  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  156,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  156  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
56,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  56  to  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  (Oklahoma 
and  Texas)  ♦ ;  (i)  between  points  in  Kan-' 
sas  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  Kansas-Missouri  State  line 
along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  the  Kansas- 
Oklahoma  State  line,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wyoming  on. 
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south,  and  west  of  a  line  extending  from 
the  Wyomlng<<7olorado  State  line,  along 
U.S.  Highway  287  to  the  Wywnlng-Mon- 
tana  State  line  (Oklahoma  and  Texas)  * ; 
(j)  between  pointain  Ai^ansas,  Loiiisl- 
ana,  and  Mississippi,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Colorado, 
Montana,  Utah,  and  Wyoming  (Texas)  • ; 
and  (k)  between  points  in  Oklahoma,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Montana,  Wyoming,  and  Utah 
(Texas)  *. 

(2)  Earth  drilling  machinery  and 
equipment,  and  machinery,  equipment, 
materials,  supplies,  and  pipe  incidental 
to,  used  in,  or  in  connection  with  (a)  the 
transportation,  installation,  removal,  op¬ 
eration,  repair,  servicing,  maintenance, 
and  dismantling  of  drilling  machinery 
and  equipment,  (b)  the  completion  of 
holes  or  wells  drilled,  (c)  the  production, 
storage,  and  transmission  of  commodi¬ 
ties  resulting  from  drilling  operations  at 
well  or  hole  sites,  and  (d)  the  injection 
or  removal  of  commodities  into  or  from 
holes  or  wells;  (a)  between  points  in 
Oklahoma  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Oklahoma-Texas  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
the  Oklahoma-Kansas  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Colorado  on,  west,  and  north  of  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Colorado-New  Mexico 
State  line  along  U.S.  Highway  87  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  350,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  350  to  juncUon  U.S.  Highway 
50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the 
Colorado-Kansas  State  line  (Texas)*; 
(b)  between  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisi¬ 
ana,  and  Mississippi,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas 
(Oklahoma)  ♦ ;  (c)  between  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  Mississippi,  and  Texas, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  North  Dakota  on  and  west  of 
North  Dakota  Highway  30,  and  those 
points  in  South  Dakota,  west  of  the  Mis¬ 
souri  River,  and  on  the  north  of  U.S. 
Highway  14  (Oklahoma)  * ;  (d)  between 
points  in  Colorado  on,  south,  and  west 
of  a  line  extending  from  the  Colorado- 
Utah  State  line,  east  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  junction  Colorado  Highway  69. 
thence  along  Colorado  Highway  69  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  87,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  87  to  the  Colorado-New 
Mexico  State  line,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  Kansas  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  extending  fr<Hn  the 
Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line  along  U.S. 
Highway  TR  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
283,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  283  to 
Dodge  City,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  14, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  14  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kansas  Highway  14  to  Topeka, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  70  to 
the  Kansas-Missouri  State  line  (Texas)  *. 

(e)  Between  points  in  Montana,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Kansas  on  and  south  of  a  line  extend¬ 
ing  from  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State 
line  along  U.S.  Highway  56  to  Dodge 
City,  thence  along  U.S,  Highway  154  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  54,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  54  to  junction  Kansas 
Highway  96,  thence  along  Kansas  High¬ 
way  96  to  junction  Kansas  Highway  39, 
thence  along  Kansas  Highway  39  to  jtmc- 


tion  Kansas  Highway  7,  thence  along 
Kansas  Highway  7  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  69,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  69  to 
jimction  unnumbered  Kansas  Highway, 
thence  along  unnumbered  Kansas  High¬ 
way  to  Garland  and  the  Kansas-Mls- 
sourl  State  line  (Texas)  * ;  (f )  between 
points  in  Kansas  on,  south,  and  east  of  a 
line  extending  from  the  Kansas-Missouri 
State  line  along  Interstate  Highway  70 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  156,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  156  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  56,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
56  to  the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line, 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
In  Utah  (Texas)  • ;  (g)  between  points  In 
Kansas  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  ex¬ 
tending  from  the  Kansas-Missouri  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to 
the  Kansas-Oklahoma  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Wyoming  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
extending  from  the  Wyoming-Colorado 
State  line  extending  along  U.S,  Highway 
287  to  the  Wyoming-Montana  State  line 
(Texas) ;  (h)  between  points  In  Ar¬ 
kansas,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi,  on 
the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points 
in  Colorado,  Montana,  Utah,  and  Wy¬ 
oming  (Texas)  • ;  and  (i)  between  points 
in  Oklahoma,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Montana,  Utah,  and 
Wyoming  (Texas)  *.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E236) ,  (cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  20, 1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register,  July  24,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MILLER  TRANSPORTERS. 
INC.  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  Borth 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Repellents,  insecticides  and  ingredi¬ 
ents  of  repellents  and  insecticides,  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Clarksdale, 
Cleveland,  and  Mar^,  Mississippi  to 
points  in  Illinois,  Indiana,  Iowa,  Kansas, 
Kentucky,  Michigan,  Missouri,  Ohio,  and 
Wisconsin.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Blsibeville, 
Ark.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is  to 
change  of  sub  number  from  209  to  236. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E237) ,  (cor¬ 
rection)  ,  filed  May  20, 1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  23,  1975.  Ap- 
plicant:  MILLER  TRANSPORTERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  Borth 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  caustic  soda,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  LeMosme,  Alabama  to 
points  in  Ohio.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Memphis, 
Term.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
the  change  the  sub  number  from  E210  to 
E237. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub  E238),  (correc¬ 
tion),  filed  May  20,  1974,  published  in 
the  Federal  Register  July  24,  1975.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  MILLER  TRANSPOR’TERS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson,  Miss.  39205. 
Applicant’s  repi%sentative:  John  J. 
Borth  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 


vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Liquid  sulphuric  acid,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  (1)  from  LeMoyne,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Kentucky,  Missouri,  and  Okla¬ 
homa  (*  points  In  Jackson  Coimty, 
Miss.) ,  (2)  fr(»n  LeMoyne,  Ala.,  to  points 
in  Texas  (*  points  In  Jackson  County, 
Miss.,  or  Hattiesburg,  Miss.) ,  (3)  fromLe- 
Moyne,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Ohio  (*  points 
in  Jackson  County,  Miss.,  and  McIntosh, 
Ala.),  and  (4)  from  LeMoyne,  Ala.,  to 
Elizabethton,  Kingsport,  Johnson  City, 
Bristol,  Morristown,  Greenville,  and 
Newport,  Term.  (•  points  in  Jackson 
Cotmty,  Miss.,  and  Mobile,  Ala.).  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks.  The  piir- 
pose  of  this  correction  is  to  change  che 
sub  number  from  E211  to  E238. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E283) ,  filed  June 
11,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motOT  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  (1)  Petroleum 
products  (except  anhydrous  ammonia) 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Memphis, 
Tenn.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina  and 
South  Carolina,  restri<jted  against  any 
transportation  from  the  site  of  the  pipe¬ 
line  terminal  of  Oklahoma-Mlssissippi 
River  Products,  Inc.,  at  or  near  West 
Memphis,  Ark.  (Tuscal(X)sa,  Ala.)  * ;  (2) 
petroleum  products,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Memphis,  Tenn.  to  points  in  Lou¬ 
isiana  (Vicksburg,  Miss.)  and  Florida 
(Mississippi  and  Mobile.  Ala.  and  points 
within  10  miles  thereof)  * ;  and  (3)  pe¬ 
troleum  products  (except  anhydrous  am¬ 
monia),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  those  points  in  Texas 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Louisiana-Texas  State  line  and  extend¬ 
ing  along  Texas  Highway  21  to  junction 
Texas  Highway  7,  to  jimction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  79,  to  junction  Texas  Highway  95,  to 
junction  Texas  Highway  29,  to  jimction 
Interstate  Highway  10  to  the  Texas-New 
Mexico  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  indi¬ 
cated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E284),  filed 

June  22,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
and  petroleum  products,  as  described  in 
Appendix  xm  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  (except  asphalt) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  v^icles,  from  Moundville,  Ala¬ 
bama,  and  points  within  ten  miles  tiiereof 
(except  points  within  five  miles  of  Tus¬ 
caloosa,  Ala.,  including  Tuscaloosa),  to 
points  in  Oklahoma.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Wadilngton  County,  Miss.,  or  Union 
County,  Miss,  and  Memphis,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E285).  filed 

June  15,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Boz  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Apcdlcanfs  repre- 
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sentative:  Jc^  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Cordova,  Ala.,  to  points  in  Texas.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Natchez,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Bub-E286),  filed 

June  13,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals 
(except  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  ingrredl- 
ents),  in  biilk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
Jackson,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Kentucky. 
Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Vicksburg,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E287),  filed 

June  13,  1975.  Applicant:  MTTiTiER 

TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals 
(except  petrochemicals,  liquid  hydrogen, 
liquid  oxygen,  and  liquid  nitrogen) , 
liquid,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  De¬ 
catur,  Ala.,  to  those  points  in  Afinnesota, 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Wisconsin-Mlnnesota  State  line  and 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  61  to 
junction  Minnesota  Highway  60,  thence 
along  Minnesota  Highway  60  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  35,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  35  to  junction  Min¬ 
nesota  Highway  19,  and  thence  along 
Minnesota  Highway  19  to  the  Minnesota- 
South  Dakota  State  line.  ’The  p\rrpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Cedartown,  CJa. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E288).  filed 

June  13,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
’TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J(4in  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  liquid  tall  oil,  liquid 
taU  oil  products,  liquid  naval  stores,  and 
liquid  naval  store  products,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Picasrune,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  West  Virginia.  ’The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
the  plantsite  of  Monsanto  Chemical 
Company  in  Anniston,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E289),  filed 

Jime  13,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
'TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  fail  oil. 
tall  oil  products,  naval  stores,  and  naval 
store  products,  (except  petrochemicals) , 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  frcan  Picayune, 
Miss.,  to  points  In  Kentucky.  ’The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Decatur,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E290) ,  filed 

June  13,  1975.  AiH^Ucant:  MTTiTJIR 
TRANSPOR’TERS,  INC.,  P.O.  BOX  1123, 
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Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  J(dm  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  tall  ofl, 
tall  oil  products,  naval  stores,  and  naval 
store  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Picayune,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Iowa. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Iowa. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E291),  filed 

June  13,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals 
(except  petrochemicals) ,  liquid,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Decatur,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Arkansas  and  Oklahoma.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Collierville,  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E292),  filed 

June  13,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemicals 
(except  petrochemicals  and  dry  fertilizer 
and  fertilizer  ingredients),  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Decatur,  Ala.,  to 
points  in  Kansas,  Missouri,  and  Wiscon¬ 
sin.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimi¬ 
nate  the  gateway  of  points  in  Tennessee 
within  10  miles  of  Barfield,  Arkansas. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E299),  filed 
June  12,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
’TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chemi¬ 
cals,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (exc^t  fer¬ 
tilizer  and  fertilizer  ingredients),  fixxn 
Jackson,  Miss.,  to  those  points  in  CS^rgla 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Alabama-Georgia  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Georgia  Highway  62  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along 
UB,  Highway  27  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  82,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  82  to 
junction  Georgia  Highway  118,  thoioe 
along  U.S.  Highway  118  to  jimction  UB. 
Highway  280,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
280  to  junction  UB.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  129,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
129  to  junction  Georgia  Highway  22, 
thence  along  Georgia  Highway  22,  to 
junction  Georgia  Highway  16,  thence 
along  Georgia  Highway  16  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  278,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  the  Georgia-South  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line  (Mobile,  Ala.)  *  and  Liquid 
chemicals  (except  fertilizer  and  fertilizer 
ingredients  and  liquid  glue) ,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  vehicles,  from  Jackson,  Miss.,  to 
points  in  Georgia,  except  those  named  in 
(1)  above.  (Pox,  Ala.)  •  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E294),  filed  June 
12,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER  ’TRANS¬ 


PORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  v^cle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  prod¬ 
ucts  (exc^t  liquefied  petroleum  gases) . 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chalmette 
and  Meraux,  La.  to  points  in  Kentucky. 
’Hie  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Mississippi  and  Lynn 
Park,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E295).  filed  June 
12,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANS- 
POR’TERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Applicant  representative: 
John  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  products  (ex¬ 
cept  liquefied  petroleum  gases) ,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles  from  Chalmette  and 
Meraux,  La.,  to  points  in  Texas  (except 
those  points  bounded  by  a  line  beginning 
at  Galveston  Bay  and  extending  along 
Texas  Highway  225  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  45,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  45  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  190,  thence  along  U,S.  Highway  190 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  103,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  103  to  junction  Texas  Highway  21, 
thence  along  Texas  Highway  21  to  the 
Texas-Loulslana  State  line,  thence  along 
the  Texas-Louisiana  State  line  to  the 
Gulf  of  Mexico,  thence  along  the  Gulf 
of  Mexico  to  the  Galveston  Bay,  thence 
along  Galveston  Bay  to  the  point  of  be¬ 
ginning.  TThe  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Harrison 
County,  Miss.,  or  Natchez,  Miss. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E296) ,  filed 

June  11,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPOR’TERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Petroleum  and  pe¬ 
troleum  pr^ucts,  as  described  in  Ap¬ 
pendix  xm  of  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gases),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Chalmette  and  Meraux,  La.,  to  those 
points  in  Arkansas  on,  north,  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Oklahmna- 
Arkansas  State  line  and  extending  along 
Arkansas  Highway  8  to  junction  Arkan¬ 
sas  Highway  4,  thence  along  Arkansas 
Highway  4  to  junction  Arkansas  High¬ 
way  81,  thence  along  Arkansas  Highway 
81  to  the  Arkansas-Louisiana  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Crupp  and  Rogerslacy, 
Miss. 

NO.  MC  107002  (Sub-E297),  filed 

June  11,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER 
TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Ai^licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) . 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Chemicals,  liquid, 
in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles  (except  fertil¬ 
izer  and  fertilizer  Ingredients),  from 
Jackson,  Miss.,  to  those  points  in  Kan- 
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sas  south  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kansas-Misaourl  State  line  and 
extending  along  UJB.  Hi^way  54  to  junc¬ 
tion  n.S.  Highway  69,  thnice  along  U.S. 
Highway  69  to  Junction  Kansas  High¬ 
way  7,  thence  along  Kansas  Highway  7 
to  junction  Kansas  Highway  39,  thence 
along  Kansas  Hl^way  39  to  junction 
Kansas  Highway  96,  thence  along  Kan¬ 
sas  Highway  96  to  junction  U5.  Highway 
54,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  54  to  U.S. 
Highway  154,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  154  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the 
Kansas-Colorado  State  line.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Collierville,  Tennessee. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E298),  filed  June 
8,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Ap^lcant’s  r^resentative : 
Jchn  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  XIII 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C.  209  (ex¬ 
cept  asphalt  and  liquefied  gases) ,  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chalmette  and 
Meraux,  La.,  to  points  in  Illinois  (Wash¬ 
ington  County,  Miss.)*,  and  asphalt,  in 
biilk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chalmette 
and  Meraiix,  La.,  to  those  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Blinois-Missourl  State  line  and  ex¬ 
tending  along  Illinois  Highway  150  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  154,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  154  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  Ashley,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  460  to  the  lUinois-Indiana  State 
line.  (Crupp  and  Rogerslacy,  Miss.,  and 
Memphis,  Tenn.)*  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  as 
Indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E299) ,  filed  June 
8,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  representative: 
John  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  products  (ex¬ 
cept  liquefied  petroleum  gases) ,  in  biUk, 
in  tank  vehicles,  from  Chalmette  and 
Meraux,  La.,  to  points  in  Michigan.  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Mississippi  and  Mobile,  Ala. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-E300) ,  filed  June 
8,  1975.  Applicant:  MILLER  TRANS¬ 
PORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123,  Jackson, 
Miss.  39205.  Api^icant’s  representative: 
John  J.  Borth  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Petroleum  and  petroleum 
products,  as  described  in  Appendix  Xm 
to  the  report  in  Descriptions  in  Motor 
Carrier  Certificates,  61  M.C.C,  209  (ex¬ 
cept  asphalt  and  liquefied  petroleum 
gases),  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles,  from 
Chalmette  and  Meraux,  La.,  to  points  in 
Ohio,  (Washington  County,  Miss.)  •,  and 
asphalt,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Chalmette  and  Meraux,  La.,  to  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  and  points  in  Ohio  within  25 


NOTICES 

miles  thereof,  dtogerslacey  and  CruiH). 
Miss.,  and  Memphis,  Texm.)  *  Hie  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  elimtoate  the  gate¬ 
ways  as  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E301).  filed 
June  8.  1975.  Applicant:  MTTJJIR 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Ai^llcant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregiilar  routes,  transporting:  Petro~ 
leum  and  petroleum  products,  as  described 
in  A^)enidix  xm  to  the  report  in  De¬ 
scriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates, 

61  M.C.C.  209  (except  asphalt  and  lique¬ 
fied  petroleum  gases),  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  Chalmette  and  Meraux, 
La.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  (Washington 
County,  Miss.)  *,  and  asphalt,  in  bulk,  in 
tank  v^cles,  from  Chalmette  and  Mer¬ 
aux,  La.,  to  those  points  in  Indiana  on 
and  south  of  US.  Highway  50.  (Crupp 
and  R<^erslacy,  Miss.,  and  Memphis, 
Tenn.)  *  'The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  Indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E302) ,  filed 
May  12,  1975.  Applicant:  MTULER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jacks<xi,  Miss.  39205.  .^plicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authmity  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier;  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petroleum 
products  (except  liquefied  petroleum 
gases),  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles,  from 
Chalmette  and  Meraux.  La.,  to  points  in 
Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
ellmhiate  the  gateway  of  Mississippi  and 
Mobile,  Ala.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E325),  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  A];n>licant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chem¬ 
icals  (except  fertilizer  and  fertilizer  In- 
(gredients),  in  bulk.  In  tank  vehicles, 
from  Taylorsville,  Miss.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois  (restricted  against  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  dry  chemicals  end  hydrogen  per¬ 
oxide  to  points  in  the  East  St.  Louis, 
m..  Commercial  Zone).  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Louisiana  within  the  Vicks¬ 
burg,  Miss.,  Commercial  25one;  points  in 
Arkansas  within  the  Memphis,  Tenn., 
Commercial  Zone;  and  Arlington,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E326) ,  filed 
May  12,  1974.  AiH)licant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  Miss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Borth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  so\:^ht  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Chem¬ 
icals,  restricted  to  liqifid  animals  and 
poialtry  feed  ingredients,  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles,  from  points  in  Mississippi  to 
points  in  Florida  (Mobile  and  Fox, 
Ala.)  •,  Georgia  (Fox,  Mobile,  or  Deca¬ 
tur,  Ala.)  *,  South  Carolina  (Mobile,  Fox. 
Decatur,  or  McIntosh,  Ala.)  *,  North 
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Carolina  (Fox  or  Decatur,  Ala.)*,  and 
West  Virginia  (the  plant  site  of  the 
Mcmsanto  Chen^cal  Company  in  Annis¬ 
ton,  Ala.)  *.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  ^imlnate  the  gateways  as  Indicated 
by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107002  (Sub-No.  E327).  filed 
May  12,  1974.  Applicant:  MILLER 

TRANSPORTERS.  INC.,  P.O.  Box  1123, 
Jackson,  5fiss.  39205.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  John  J.  Bcxrth  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Petro¬ 
leum  products,  in  bulk,  in  tank  vehicles, 
from  Memphis,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  North 
Carolina,  South  Carolina  (Tuscaloosa, 
Ala.)  *,  Louisiana  (Vicksburg,  Miss.)  *, 
Florida  (pctots  in  KDsslssippl  on  and 
north  of  U.S.  Highway  80  and  Mobile, 
Ala.)  •,  and  Texas  (Natchez,  Miss.)  •,  re-  ■ 
strlcted  against  the  transportation  of 
anhydrous  ammonia  to  points  in  South 
Carolina  and  Texas,  and  to  the  trans¬ 
portation  of  petroleum  products  as  de-  j 
scribed  in  Appendix  xm  to  the  report 
in  Descriptions  in  Motor  Carrier  Cer-^  , 
tificates,  61  M.C.C.  209.  The  purpose  oi 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
as  indicated  by  the  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  107107  (Sub-No.  E37),  filed 
April  16,  1975.  Applicant:  ALTERMAN 
TRANSPORT  LINES,  INC.,  P.O.  Box 
425,  Opa  Locka,  Fla.  33054.  Api^cant’s 
representative:  Ford  W.  Sewdl  (same  as  ' 
above).  Authority  sought  to  operate  as 
a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vdiide,  over 
Irregular  routes,  transporting:  Frozen 
foods,  from  those  points  In  New  York 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11  (except 
those  in  the  New  Yorii,  N.Y.,  commer¬ 
cial  zone) ,  to  points  in  Louisiana,  those 
in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  280  (except  Savannah),  those  in 
Alabama  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway 
80,  and  those  in  Texas  in  and  south  of 
Childress,  Hall,  Briscoe,  Swisher,  Castro, 
and  Parmer  (bounties  (Florida)*;  (2)’ 
Candy  and  confectionery,  and  related 
advertising  materials,  frwn  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  points  within  15  miles  thereof, 
to  points  in  Louisiana,  those  in  Alabama 
on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  80,  those 
in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  80  (Pensacola  and  Tallahassee, 
Fla.)  *,  and  those  in  Georgia  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Atlantic 
Ocean  and  extending  along  Georgia 
Highway  99  to  jxmctlon  U.S.  Highway 
82,  thence  along  U.S.  mghway  82  to 
the  Alabama-Geoigia  State  line  (Jack¬ 
sonville,  Fla.)*;  (3)  Meats,  meat 

products,  and  meat  by-products,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  Commission,  and  dairy 
products,  as  defined  by  tlie  Commission, 
from  New  York,  N.Y.,  and  pomts  within 
15  miles  thereof,  to  those  points  in  Geor¬ 
gia  cm  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  280 
(except  Savannah),  and  those  in  Ala¬ 
bama  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  80 
(Florida)*;  (4)  Meats,  meat  products, 
and  meat  by-products,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  and  frozen  foods,  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  and  points  within  15  miles 
thereof  to  those  points  In  Mississippi  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  84  (Florida 
and  Sylvester,  Oa.)*,  and  Louisiana 
(Jacksonville,  Fla.)*;  (5)  Fresh 
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meats  and  frozen  foods,  from  New  York, 
N.Y.,  and  points  with  15  miles  thereof  to 
points  in  Texas  (Florida)  • ;  (6)  Canned 
tomato  products,  cheese,  and  spices,  from 
New  York,  N.Y.,  and  points  within  15 
miles  thereof,  to  points  in  Louisiana, 
those  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  Ala¬ 
bama  Highway  10,  and  those  in  Missis¬ 
sippi  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  84 
(Jacksonville,  Fla.)  *.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  108207  (Sub-No.  E38)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  May  31, 1974,  published  in  the 
Federal  Register,  December  3, 1974.  Ap¬ 
plicant:  FROZEN  FCX)D  EXPRESS, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  5888,  Dallas,  Tex.  75222. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Mike  Smith 
(same  as  above) .  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Meats,  meat  products,  and  meat  by¬ 
products.  as  described  in  Sections  A  and 
C  of  Appendix  I  to  the  report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates,  61 
M.C.C.  209  and  766  (except  hides,  canned 
or  packaged  meats,  and  canned  or  pack¬ 
aged  meat  products,  other  than  canned 
hams,  packaged  hams,  and  packaged 
bacon),  from  points  in  New  Mexico, 
California,  Arizona,  and  points  in  Texas 
on,  west  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Texas-Oklahoma  State  line  to 
Dallas,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
20  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  69,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  69  to  jijnction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35,  thence  along  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  junction  Texas 
Highway  63,  thence  along  Texas  High¬ 
way  63  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  190, 
th^ce  along  U.S.  Highway  190  to  the 
Texas-Loulsiana  State  line,  to  Coliunbia, 
Tenn.,  and  Henderson,  Ky.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Palestine,  Tex.  The  purpose  of  this 
correction  is  to  change  the  commodity 
and  territorial  description. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  E5),  filed 
May  13, 1974.  AppUcant:  MOSS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte. 
N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  T.  Counts  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Turbines,  steam 
condensers,  feed  water  heaters,  weld¬ 
ments  and  heat  exchangers,  and  parts 
thereof,  and  iron  and  steel  castings  and 
forgings,  which  because  of  size  or  weight 
require  the  use  of  special  equipment,  and 
turbines,  steam  condensers,  feed  water 
heaters,  weldments  and  heat  exchangers 
and  parts  thereof,  and  iron  and  steel 
castings  and  forgings,  which  are  con¬ 
tractors’  materials,  supplies  and  equip¬ 
ment,  whifti  do  not  require  the  use  of 
special  equipment  in  mixed  loads  with 
commodities  which  because  of  size  or 
weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  CSiester,  Eddy- 
stone,  and  Essington,  Pa.,  and  Wilming¬ 
ton,  Dela.,  and  points  in  Virginia  within 
the  District  of  Columbia  Commercial 


CO.,  INC.,  P  O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte,  N.C. 
28208.  Applicant’s  representative:  Jack. 

T.  Counts  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cast  stone,  which  because 
of  size  or  weight  require  the  use  of  spe¬ 
cial  equipment,  (1)  from  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Massachusetts  and  Rhode  Is¬ 
land,  to  points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana, 
Mississippi,  and  Alabama  (except  those  in 
Augusta,  Bibb,  Bloimt,  Calhoun,  Chilton, 
Clay,  Coosa  Cullman,  Etowah.  Fayette, 
Jefferson,  Saint  Clair,  Shelby,  Talladega, 
Tuscaloosa,  Walker,  and  Winston  Coun¬ 
ties),  and  those  in  Tennessee  on  and 
south  of  Tennessee  Highway  20  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  43;  (2)  from  points  in 
Delaware  and  the  District  of  Columbia  to 
points  in  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Mississip¬ 
pi,  and  Alabama  (except  points  in  Au¬ 
gusta,  Bibb,  Blount,  Calhoun,  Chilton, 
Clay,  Coosa,  Cullman,  Etowah,  Fayette, 
Jefferson,  Saint  Clair,  Shelby,  Talladega, 
Tuscaloosa,  Walker,  and  Winston  Coun-. 
ties),  and  those  in  Tennessee  on  and 
south  of  Tennessee  Highway  20  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  45;  (3)  from  those 
points  in  Maryland  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  15  to  points  In  Alabama  (except 
those  in  Augusta,  Bibb,  Blount,  Calhoun, 
Chilton,  Clay,  Coosa.  Cullman,  Etowah, 
Fayette.  Jefferson,  Saint  Clair,  Shelby, 
Talladega,  Tuscaloosa,  Walker,  and  Win¬ 
ston  Coimties,  Cherokee,  DeKalb,  Jack- 
son,  Lauderdale,  Limestone,  and  Madison 
Coimties) ;  (4)  from  those  points  in 
Maryland  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95  to  points  in  Arkansas;  (5)  from 
points  in  Maryland  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana;  (6)  from  those  points  in  Maryland 
on  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  81  to 
points  in  Mississippi. 

(7)  From  those  points  in  Maryland  on 
and  east  of  Interstate  Highway  95  to 
those  points  in  Tennessee  on  and  south  of 
Tennessee  Highway  20  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  45;  (8)  from  those  points  in 
Pennsylvania  east  of  the  Susquehanna 
River  to  points  in  Louisiana  and  those 
in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  78  (except  those  in  Augusta,  Bibb, 
Blount,  Calhoun,  Chilton,  Clay,  Coosa, 
Cullman,  Etowah,  Fayette,  Jefferson, 
Saint  Clair,  Shelby,  Tallad^a,  Tusca¬ 
loosa,  Walker,  and  Winston  Counties) , 
and  those  in  Mississippi  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Mississippi-Arkansas 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S, 
Highway  49  to  junction  Mississippi 
Highway  6,  thence  along  Mississippi 
Highway  6  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  78, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  78  to  the  Mis- 
sissippi-Alabama  State  line;  (9)  from 
points  in  New  Jersey  to  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana,  Mississippi  and  Alabama  (except 
those  in  Augusta,  Bibb,  Blount,  Cal¬ 
houn,  Chilton,  Clay,  Coosa,  Cullman, 
Etowah,  Fayette,  Jefferson,  Saint  Clair, 
Shelby,  Talladega,  Tuscaloosa,  Walker, 
and  Winston  Counties) ,  and  those 
in  Tennessee  on  and  south  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  20  and  west  of  U.S. 
Highway  45;  (10)  from  those  points 
in  New  York  on  and  east  of  New 


Clay,  Coosa,  Cullman,  Etowah,  Fayette, 
Jefferson,  Saint  Clair,  Shelby,  Talladega, 
Tuscaloosa,  Walker,  and  Winston  Coun¬ 
ties)  ;  (11)  from  those  points  in  New 
York  on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway 
84  to  points  in  Arkansas;  and  (12)  from 
those  points  in  New  York  on  and  east 
of  New  York  Highway  26,  to  points  in 
Louisiana.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  the  District 
of  Columbia  and  Peachtree  City,  Ga. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  E8),  filed 
May  13,  1974.  Applicant;  MOSS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte, 
N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  T.  Counts  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Gypsum,  gypsum 
products,  and  building  materials  (except 
stone,  marble,  granite,  and  slate) ,  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment,  (1)  between  those 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  231,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Connecticut,  Dela¬ 
ware,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  Rhode 
Island,  those  in  Pennsylvania  east  of  the 
Susquehanna  River,  those  in  Maryland 
on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11,  those 
in  New  York  east  of  New  York  Highway 
14,  and  the  District  of  Columbia;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  those  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky - 
Tennessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  Bowling  Green, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31W  to  Louis¬ 
ville,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  42  to 
the  Kentucky-Ohio  State  line,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Rhode  Island;  and  (3)  between  those 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  Bowling  Green,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31W  to  Louisville, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  the 
Kentucky-Viiginia  State  line,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts,  New 
Jersey,  those  in  Maryland  on  and  east 
of  U.S.  Highway  15,  those  in  New  York 
on,  south  and  east  of  Interstate  Highway 
84,  those  in  Pennsylvania  east  of  the 
Susquehanna  River  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  222,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  222 
to  junction  Pennsylvania  Highway  309, 
thence  along  Pennsylvania  Highway  309 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  Jersey  State  line,  and  the  Dis¬ 
trict  of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
Plasterco,  Va.,  and  those  points  in  Vir¬ 
ginia  within  the  District  of  Columbia 
Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  ElO),  filed 
May  13, 1974.  Applicant:  MOSS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte, 
N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  T.  Counts  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 


Zone.  York  Highway  8  to  points  in  Missis-  routes,  transporting:  Flat  glass,  and 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  E7),  filed  May  sippi  and  Alabama  (except  those  in  glass  glazingr  units,  which  because  of  size 
13,  1974.  Applicant:  MOSS  TRUCKING  Augusta,  Bibb,  Blount,  Calhoun,  Chilton,  or  weight  require  the  use  of  special  equip- 
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ment,  (1)  from  points  In  Delaware  and 
the  District  of  ColumUa  to  points  In  Ala¬ 
bama,  Arkansas,  Louisians,  ItQssissippi. 
New  Mexico,  Oklahoma,  and  Texas,  and 
those  In  Tennessee  south  of  Tennessee 
Highway  20  and  west  of  U£.  Highway  45: 

(2)  from  points  In  Connecticut  and  Mas- 
sachiisetts  to  points  In  Alabama,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  Louisiana.  Mississippi,  New  Mexico, 
01dah<»na,  and  Texas  and  those  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  41; 

(3)  from  those  points  in  Maryland  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  15  to  points  in  Ala¬ 
bama.  Arkansas,  and  Mississippi;  (4) 
from  those  points  in  Maryland  on  and 
east  of  UH.  Highway  220  to  points  In 
Louisiana;  (5)  from  those  points  In 
Maryland  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  11 
to  points  in  New  Mexico;  (6)  from  those 
points  in  Maryland  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  301  to  points  in  Oklahoma;  (7) 
from  those  points  in  Maryland  on  and 
east  of  n.S.  Highway  11  to  points  In 
Texas;  (8)  from  points  in  New  Jersey  to 
points  In  Alabama,  Louisiana,  Mississippi, 
New  Mexico,  Texas,  those  In  Arkansas 
and  Oklahoma  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  40,  and  those  in  Tennessee  on 
and  west  of  Tennessee  Highway  22;  (9) 
from  those  points  In  Pennsylvania  east 
of  the  Susquehanna  River  to  points  In 
New  Mexico  (except  those  In  Colfay,  Rio, 
Arriba,  Taos,  and  Union  Cotmties) ,  Ala¬ 
bama,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi,  those 
in  Shelby  County,  Tenn.,  and  those  In 
Arkansas  and  Texas  on  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  40;  (10)  from  those 
points  In  New  York  on  and  east  of  New 
York  Highway  8  to  points  In  Louisiana, 
those  in  Alabama  on  and  south  of  n.S. 
Highway  78.  and  those  in  Mississippi  on 
and  south  of  UJS.  Highway  82;  and  (11) 
from  p<^ts  In  Rhode  Island  to  points  in 
Alabama,  Arkansas,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  New  Mexico,  Texas,  those  in  Okla- 
hmna  on  and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  64, 
and  those  in  Tennessee  on  and  west  of 
UJ3.  Highway  41.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of 
points  In  Virginia  within  the  District  of 
Columbia  Commercial  Zone  and  CJllnton 
or  Laurlnburg.  N.C. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  E12),  filed 
May  13, 1974.  AppUcant:  MOSS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC..  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte, 
N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  T.  Counts  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  op^te  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Turbines,  steam 
condensers,  feed  water  heaters,  weld¬ 
ments,  and  heat  exchangers,  and  parts 
of  the  commodities  above;  and  Iron  and 
steel  castings  and  forgings,  restricted  to 
the  transportation  of  commodities  which 
because  of  size  or  weight  require  the  use 
of  special  equipment  and  contractors* 
materials,  supplies  and  equipment,  which 
do  not  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment  in  mixed  loads  with  conunodities 
which  because  of  size  or  weight  require 
the  use  of  speciid  equliunent,  (1)  between 
points  in  Florida,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  points  in  West  Virginia  and 
those  in  Pennsylvania  west  of  the  Sus- 
qudianna  River;  (2)  between  those 
points  in  Florida  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Florida-Georgia  State 


line  and  extending  along  UB.  Highway 
221  to  junction  Florida  Highway  361A, 
thence  along  Florida  Highway  361A  to 
the  Gulf  of  Mexico,  on  the  (me  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Michigan. 
Ohio,  and  Wisconsin;  (3)  between  points 
in  Georgia,  on  the  one  hand,  and.  (m  the 
other,  p(^ts  in  Pennsylvania  west  of  the 
Susqu^anna  River;  (4)  between  those 
points  in  Georgia  on  and  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  85,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  those  p<^ts  in  Ohio  and 
West  Virginia  cm  and  east  of  Interstate 
Highway  77;  (5)  between  those  points 
in  Georgia  south  of  U.S.  HlghwE^  29  and 
east  of  UB.  Highway  129,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Michigan. 

(6)  Between  those  points  in  Georgia 
east  of  UB.  Highway  221;  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Wis¬ 
consin;  (7)  between  those  points  in 
North  CTarolina  on  and  east  of  UB.  High¬ 
way  21,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the 
other,  points  in  Alabama,  Arkansas, 
Illinois,  Iowa,  Louisiana.  Minnesota, 
Mississippi,  Missouri,  and  ^Wisconsin,  ancl 
those  in  Kentucky  and  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  41;  (8)  between 
those  points  in  Virginia  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  21,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  points  in  Louisiana,  those  in 
Alabama  on  and  south  of  UB.  Highway 
78,  and  those  in  Mississippi  on  and  south 
of  UB.  Highway  82;  (9)  betwen  those 
points  in  Virginia  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  220,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on 
the  other,  those  points  in  Arkansas  on 
and  south  of  UB.  Highway  63;  (10)  be¬ 
tween  points  in  South  Carolina,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
Michigan,  Wisconsin,  those  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  west  of  th$  Susquehanna  River, 
and  those  in  We^  Virginia  on  and  east 
of  UB.  Highway  52;  and  (11)  between 
those  points  in  South  Carolina  on  and 
east  of  Interstate  Highway  85,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  Ohio  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  23. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Charlotte,  N.C. 

No.  MC  108341  (Sub-No.  E13).  filed 
May  13, 1974.  Applicant  MOSS  TRUCK¬ 
ING  CO.,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  8409,  Charlotte, 
N.C.  28208.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Jack  T.  Chunts  (same  as  above) .  Author¬ 
ity  sought  to  operate  as  a  common  car¬ 
rier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Turbines,  steam 
condensers,  feed  water  heaters,  weld¬ 
ments,  and  heat  exchangers,  and  parts 
of  the  ccmimoditles  above;  and  iron 
and  steel  castings  and  forgings;  (1) 
between  points  in  Alabama  and  Mlssls- 
sh>pi,  on  the  one  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Massa¬ 
chusetts,  New  Jersey,  Rhode  Island,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia,  those  in  Mary¬ 
land  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  522, 
those  in  Pennsylvania  east  of  the  S\isque- 
hanna  River,  and  those  in  New  York  on 
and  east  of  New  York  Highway  26;  (2) 
between  points  in  Arkansas,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Con¬ 
necticut,  Delaware,  Massachusetts,  New 
J»sey,  Rhode  Island,  and  the  District 
of  Columbia,  those  in  Maryland  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  15,  and  those  in  Pennsyl¬ 


vania  east  of  the  Susquehanna  River; 

(3)  between  those  pctots  in  Arkansas  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  70.  cm  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  those  points 
in  New  Yoiic  on  and  south  (rf  New  Y<M:k 
Highway  8;  (4)  between  points  in  Louisi¬ 
ana,  on  the  (me  hand,  and,  on  the  other, 
points  in  Connecticut,  Delaware,  Mary¬ 
land,  Massachusetts,  New  Jersey,  New 
Y(Mrk.  RtMxie  Island,  those  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  east  (rf  the  Susqu^anna  River,  and 
the  District  of  C:(^umbia;  (5)  between 
points  in  Tennessee,  on  the  one  hand, 
and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Massachu¬ 
setts  and  Rhode  Island. 

(6)  Between  those  points  in  Tennessee 
on  and  west  of  Tennessee  Highway  70,  (m 
the  (me  hand,  and,  (m  the  other,  points 
in  Connecticut;  (7)  between  those  points 
in  Tennesfiee  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  atfhe  Tennessee-Kaitucky  State 
line  and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
25W  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  441,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  441  to  the  Tennes- 
see-N(Hrth  Carolina  State  line,  an  the  one 
hand,  aiad,  on  the  other,  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware  and  the  District  of  ColumMa;  (8). 
between  those  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  217,  on  the 
one  hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in 
New  Jersey,  those  in  New  York  on  and 
east  of  New  York  Highway  8,  those  in 
Maryland  on  and  east  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  95,  and  those  in  Pennsylvania  east 
of  the  Susquehanna  River  and  south  of 
Interstate  Highway  80;  and  (9)  between 
those  points  in  New  York  on  and  west  of 
U.S.  Highway  11,  on  the  one  hand,  and, 
on  the  other,  those  points  in  Alabama  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  11,  those  in 
Mississippi  on  and  south  erf  U.S.  Highway 
80,  and  those  in  Louisiana  on  and  south 
(rf  U.S.  Highway  80.  The  purpose  of  this 
filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  the 
facilities  of  Westinghouse  Electric  Ctorp., 
at  or  near  Charlotte,  N.C.,  and  points  in 
Virginia  within  the  District  of  CTolumbia 
Commercial  Zone. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-E14).  filed  May 
12,  1974.  Applicant:  REFRIGERATED 
FGOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Summer 
Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts,  02210. 
Appllcmit’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Shells  (same  as  above) .  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^ilcle,  over  Irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  dairy  products,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  from  Martins  Perry.  Ohio, 
to  those  points  in  Illinois  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana- 
Hlinois  State  line  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  80  to  junctiem  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  180,  to  Jimcti(m  Illinois 
Highway  29,  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
116,  to  junctiem  U.S.  Highway  67,  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  34,  to  the  Mis¬ 
sissippi  River.  The  purpose  Of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Detroit. 
Mich. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-No.  E170),  filed 
May  17,  1974.  Aw>licant:  Refriger- 
ATED  POOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts  02210. 
^pllcant’s  representative:  Lawrence  T. 
Bbeils  (same  as  above) .  Autiuxity  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
v^cle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  frozen  foods,  (1)  from  Allentown 
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and  Philaddphla,  Pa.  and  Atlantic  City, 
and  Camden,  N.J.  to  Paducah,  Ky.;  (2) 
from  points  In  Mercer,  M<mmouth  and 
Middlesex  Counties,  and  Toms  River. 
N.J.  to  Ow&Q^ro  and  Paducah,  Ky.; 

(3)  from  those  points  In  Pennsylvania 
cm  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Pennsylvania-New  Jersey  State  line  and 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  80 
to  junctl(»i  Interstate  Highway  81. 
thenoe  along  Intestate  Highway  81  to 
the  Pennsylvania-New  York  State  line  to 
those  p(^ts  in  Kentucky  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
nessee  State  line  and  extending  along 
UJ3.  Highway  127  to  Junction  Kentucky 
Highway  90,  th^ce  along  Kentucky 
Highway  90  to  Glasgow,  thence  alcmg 
U.S.  Highway  68  to  junction  n.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  231 
to  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line;  and 

(4)  from  Scranton.  Pa.,  to  those  points 
in  Kentucky  cm,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  127  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
27,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Lex¬ 
ington,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
64  to  the  K^tucky-Indlana  State  line. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Buffalo.  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-E481).  filed 
May  19,  1974.  Applicant:  REITIIGER- 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS.  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston.  Massachusetts 
02210.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  T.  Shells  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Frozen  foods,  from 
Scranton,  Wilkes-Barre,  Plttston, 
Swoyersville,  and  Exeter,  Pa.,  to  points 
in  that  part  of  Vermont  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  New  York- 
Vermont  State  line  and  extending  along 
^Vermont  mghway  15  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  2,  thence  along  UJS.  Highway  2 
to  the  Vermont-New  Hampshire  State 
line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  113843  (Sub-E546).  filed 
May  17,  1974.  AppUcant:  REFRIGER¬ 
ATED  FOOD  EXPRESS,  INC.,  316  Sum¬ 
mer  Street,  Boston,  Massachusetts 
02210.  Applicant’s  representative:  Law¬ 
rence  T.  Shells  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  frozen  foods,  from 
those  points  in  Pennsylvania  on  and  west 
of  U.S.  Highway  15  to  points  in  Vermont, 
New  Hampshire,  and  those  in  Maine 
on  and  south  of  Maine  Highway  25.  The 
pmpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Syracuse,  N.Y. 

No.  MC  115840  (Sub-No.  E80)  (Correc¬ 
tion)  ,  filed  December  30,  1974,  published 
in  the  Federal  Register  June  30,  1975. 
Applicant:  COLONIAL  FAST  FREIGHT, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35202.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  (1)  from  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Oregon,  Washington,  Idaho,  Ne¬ 
vada,  Arizona,  Montana,  Utah,  Colorado, 
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New  Mexico,  North  Dakota,  South  Da¬ 
kota,  Nebraska,  Texas,  Louisiana,  Okla¬ 
homa,  Kansas,  Minnesota,  Iowa,  Wis¬ 
consin,  Michigan,  New  Jersey.  New 
York,  Connecticut,  Rhode  Island  Mas¬ 
sachusetts,  Vermont,  New  Hampshire, 
Maine,  Pennsylvania,  and  p<^t8  ^  Mis¬ 
sissippi  on  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  20  to  Birmingham,  Anniston,  and 
Bessemer,  Ala.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Holt, 
Ala.  The  purpose  of  this  correction  is 
to  Include  Pennsylvania  as  an  origin 
State.  ’The  remainder  of  this  letter-notice 
will  remain  as  previously  publishe<L 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E181).  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Ai^Ucant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATTON, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Ai^licant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  sdMve).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  frozen  food 
preparations,  and  fresh  edible  vegetables 
and  fresh  edible  fruits,  in  vdil<dea 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Atlanta,  Ga..  to  points  in  Indiana 
exc^t  points  in  Lake  County) ,  points  in 
Ohio  (Ml,  north  and  west  (ff  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Ohio-Kentucky  State  line 
and  extending  atong  U.S.  Hl^way  23  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  50,  to  the  Ohio- 
West  Virginia  State  line,  and  points  in 
Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  127 
to  junction  Kmtucky  Blue  Grass  Park¬ 
way,  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  to  the 
Kentucky-Ohio  State  line.  North  Adams, 
Mass.,  Wisconsin  (except  Kenosha,  Mil¬ 
waukee,  and  Racine) ,  points  in  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  on  and  west  U.S.  Highways  11 
and  15,  and  points  in  New  York  on  and 
west  of  Interstate  Highway  87,  restricted 
against  the  movement  of  any  traffic 
which  has  as  its  origin  any  points  in 
Florida,  and  furtho:  restricted  to  the 
transportation  of  mixed  loads  of  polsh- 
able  and  non-peridiable  commodities. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  Himtsville  or  Decatur, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E182).  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATTON, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats, 

frozen  edible  meat  products,  frozen  edi¬ 
ble  meat  by-products,  frozen  edible  dairy 
products,  and  frozen  edible  articles  dis¬ 
tributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  de¬ 
fined  by  the  CkMnmission,  (except  in  bulk, 
in  tank  vehicles),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
points  in  New  York,  N.Y.  commercial 
zone,  as  defined  by  the  Commission  with¬ 
in  which  local  operations  may  be  con¬ 
ducted  imder  the  exemption  provided  by 
the  Act  (the  exempt  zone) ,  to  points  in 
Florida  on  and  west  of  Florida  Highway 
85.  The  piurpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eli¬ 
minate  the  gateway  of  Springfield,  N.J., 
Nashville,  Term,  and  Atlanta,  Ga. 


No.  MO  115841  (Sub-No.  E183) .  filed 
May  22.  1976.  Apidtoant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham.  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  r^esentative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vdilcle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  (exc^  In 
bulk  in  tank  v^cles) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Pittsburgh,  to  points  in  Florida  on 
and  east  of  FTorlda  Highway  85.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  of  Nashville,  Term,  and  At¬ 
lanta.  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  Eia6),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AM>licant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTA’ITON, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  pouUrg  and 
poultry  products,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Iowa,  Kansas, 
C^lahoma,  Minnesota.  Missciuil,  Ne¬ 
braska,  Sooth  Dakota,  and  Texas,  re¬ 
stricted  against  the  transportaitlon  of 
any  shiixnent  originating  at  p^ots  in 
Florida.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateway  of  Birmingham, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E190).  filed 

May  22.  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INCORP.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  r^>resentative: 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  (^lerate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  frozen  foods,  in 
containers,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  points  in 
the  Lower  Poilnsula  of  Michigan  (exc^ 
Mattawan)  to  points  in  Fk>rida  and 
points  in  South  Carolina  on  and  east  of 
UB.  Highway  17.  The  purpose  of  this  fil¬ 
ing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Nash¬ 
ville,  Tenn.  and  Atlanta,  Ga. 

Na  MC  115841  (Sub-E192),  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  CX>LONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATTON, 
INCORP.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala  35201.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular 
routes,  transporting:  frozen  fruits  and 
frozen  berries,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Ham- 
monton  and  Glassboro,  N.J.,  (A)  to  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.  (Chattanooga  Term)  *  (B)  to 
points  in  Alabama  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  31  (except  Montgtanery) 
(Chattanooga,  Term,  and  Atlanta  Ga.)  * 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  Ham- 
monton  and  Glassboro,  N.J.;  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateways  indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E193),  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTA’ITON, 
INCORP.,  P.O.  BOX  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  representative: 
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Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  frozen  edible  meats, 
frozen  edible  meat  products,  and  frozen 
edible  meat  by-products,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission  (except  in  bulk,  in  tank 
vehicles) ,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  Belle- 
fontaine,  Ohio,  (A)  to  Atlanta,  Ga. 
(Nashville,  Tenn.)  •  (B)  to  points  in 
Florida  and  points  in  Alabama  on,  south 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ala- 
bama-CJeorgia  State  line  and  extending 
along  Alabama  Highway  10  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  to  Mobile  Bay  (except 
Montgomery)  (Nashville,  Tennessee; 
and  Atlanta,  Geor^a)  .*  The  pvupose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E208),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant;  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative;  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Frozen  edible  bakery  ma¬ 
terials  (except  In  bulk) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateway  of  points  in  Alabama  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  31  (except  Mont¬ 
gomery)  . 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E215),  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant;  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
IN<X)RP.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Apphcants  representative; 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  frozen  foods,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig¬ 
eration,  from  Albion,  Avon,  F^ilton,  Ge- 
neseo,  Holley,  LeRoy,  Medina,  Mount 
Morris,  Oswego,  Waterport,  and  Way- 
land,  N.Y.  (A)  to  points  in  Alabama  on 
and  beginning  at  the  Alabama-Georgia 
State  line  and  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  278  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
31,  to  Mobile  Bay  (except  Montgomery) 
(Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga. 
(B)  to  Atlanta,  Ga.  (Chattanooga, 
Tenn.)  ♦  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E216),  filed  May 
22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INCORP.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting;  frozen  foods,  frozen 
cured  meats  and  frozen  meats,  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Boston,  Mass.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga.  The 
pmpose  of  this  filing  Is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  CThattanooga,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E217) ,  filed  May 
22.  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 


INCXIRP.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  representative; 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  frozen  fruits, 
frozen  berries,  and  frozen  vegetables,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  points  In  New  York, 
and  points  in  Maryland  on  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  1,  to  points  in  Alabama 
on  and  south  and  east  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Alabama-Georgia  State  line 
and  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  278 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31,  to  Mobile 
Bay  (except  Montgomery) .  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-E218).  filed 

May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED,  TRANSPORTATION 
INCORP.,  P.O.  Box  10827,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  frozen  edible  meats, 
frozen  edible  meat  products,  and  frozen 
edible  meat  by-products,  as  defined  by 
the  Commission,  in  v^icles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from  New 
Orleans,  La.,  and  points  within  10  miles 
thereof,  to  points  in  North  Carolina  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  17.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  points  in  Tennessee  west  of 
the  Tennessee  River  (except  Memphis) 
and  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E234) ,  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATTON 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative;  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  frozen  food¬ 
stuffs,  and  frozen  edible  food  prepara¬ 
tions  (except  commodities  in  bulk,  candy, 
confectionery  products,  and  canned 
goods  other  than  canned  meats  and 
canned  seafoods),  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
Baltimore,  Md.,  to  (a)  Atlanta,  Ga, 
(Chattanooga,  Tenn.)  *,  and  (b)  points 
in  Alabama  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
31  (except  Montgomery)  (Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.)  *.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
indicated  by  asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E235),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative;  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  LaPorte,  Ind.,  to  (a)  Atlanta,  Ga. 
(Chattanooga,  Tenn.)*,  and  (b)  points 
in  South  Carolina  (except  Chesterfield 
and  Marlboro  Ck)untle6)  (Chattanooga, 
Tenn.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.)  *.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
Indicated  by  asterisks  above. 


No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E241).  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregidar  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats,  fro¬ 
zen  edible  meat  products,  frozen  edible 
meat  by-products,  and  frozen  edible  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Producers  Packing 
Company,  near  Garden  City,  Kans.,  to 
points  in  North  Carolina  and  points  in 
South  Carolina  (except  in  Chesterfield 
and  Marlboro  Counties),  restricted  to 
traffic  originating  at  the  above-named 
plant  site.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is 
to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E242),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative;  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats,  frozen 
edible  meat  products,  frozen  edible  meat 
by-products,  and  frozen  edible  articles 
distributed  by  meat  packinghouses,  as 
defined  by  the  Commis^n  (except  in 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  the  plant  site  of  Missouri  Beef 
Packers,  Inc.,  at  or  near  Phelps  City, 
Mo.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina,  South 
Carolina  (except  points  in  Chesterfield 
and  Marlboro  Counties) ,  points  in  Flor¬ 
ida  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  331, 
and  points  in  Alabama  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama- 
Georgia  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  78  to  jxmction  U.S.  Alter¬ 
nate  Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S. 
Alternate  Highway  231  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
231  to  the  Alabama-Plorida  State  line, 
restricted  to  traffic  originating  at  the 
above-named  plantsite.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  points  in  Tennessee  west  of  the  Ten¬ 
nessee  River  (except  Memphis)  and 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E243),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods  (except 
.frozen  fruits,  berries,  and  vegetables), 
and  frozen  edible  fruits,  berries,  and  veg¬ 
etables,  when  moving  in  mixed  ship¬ 
ments  with  other  frozen  foods,  in  ve¬ 
hicles  equipped  with  mechanical  refrig- 
.eration,  from  Jamestown,  Westfield, 
Brocton,  Brockport,  Morton.  Alton,  Le¬ 
Roy,  Bergen,  Mt.  Morris,  South  Dayton, 
Peim  Yan,  IXmdee,  ShortsvUle,  Gorham, 
Phelps,  and  BuffsJo,  N.Y.,  and  North 
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East  and  Erie,  Pa.,  except  from  the  fa¬ 
cilities  of  Rich  Products  Corp.,  at  or  near 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  (a)  to  points  in  Florida, 
and  points  in  Alabama  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Alabama- 
Georgia  State  line  and  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  78  to  jimction  U.S,  High¬ 
way  31,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31 
to  Mobile  Bay  (except  Montgomery), 
(Lynchburg,  Va.,  and  Atlanta,  Ga.)  *, 
and  (b)  to  Atlanta,  Ga.  (Lynchburg, 
Va.)*.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  as  indicated  by 
asterisks  above. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E244),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  bakery  ma¬ 
terials  (except  in  bulk) ,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Knoxville,  Tenn.,  to  Miami,  Fla. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Birmingham,  Ala.,  and 
Atlanta,  Ga. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E252),  filed 
May  22,  1974.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats,  frozen 
edible  meat  products,  and  frozen  edible 
meat  by-products,  and  frozen  edible  ar¬ 
ticles  distributed  by  meat  packinghouses, 
as  defined  by  the  Commission  (except  In 
bulk,  in  tank  vehicles) ,  In  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey,  New  York,  Maryland,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Connecticut,  Massachusetts,  and 
the  District  of  Columbia.  The  purpose  of 
this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of 
Chattanooga,  Tenn.,  and  Bristol,  Va. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E253) ,  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  and  fresh 
edible  fruits  and  vegetables,  when  mov¬ 
ing  In  mixed  loads  therewith,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Atlanta,  Ga.,  to  points  in  Arkansas 
on  and  west  of  Arkansas  Highway  1, 
points  in  Louisiana  and  Natchez,  Miss. 
The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gatewasns  of  CHiattanooga,  Tenn.,  and 
Bristol,  Va. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E254).  filed 
May  22,  1975,  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  ’TRANSPORTA’IION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham  Ala., 
35201.  Applicant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 


equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
from  Potsdam,  Ogdensbiirg,  Buffalo,  and 
Binghamton,  N.Y.,  and  North  East  Pa., 
to  Atlanta,  Ga.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Chat¬ 
tanooga,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E255),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTA’TION, 
INC,,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
soi^ht  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  beef,  lamb 
and  veal  cuts,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  New 
York,  N.Y.,  to  Atlanta,  Ga.  The  pmpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateway 
of  Chattanooga,  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  E282),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  Applicant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  Irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  dough,  and 
frozen  pastries,  in  vehicles  equipped 
with  mechanical  refrigeration,  from 
Florence,  Ala.,  to  points  in  New  York  on 
and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  15,  points  in 
Pennsylvania  on  and  east  of  U.S.  High¬ 
way  11,  and  points  in  Connecticut,  Rhode 
Island,  Massachusetts,  and  New  Jersey. 
’The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate 
the  gateways  of  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Chat¬ 
tanooga.  Tenn. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub  E285) ,  filed  May 
22,  1975.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL  RE¬ 
FRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION  IN- 
CORP.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham, 
Ala.  35201.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
Roger  M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  frozen  edible  meats, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  the  plantslte  of  Briggs 
and  Company,  within  the  Washington, 
D.C,  Commercial  Zone,  as  defined  by  the 
Commission,  to  points  in  Texas,  and 
points  in  Oklahoma  on,  south  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Arkansas- 
Oklahoma  State  Une  and  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  junction  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  35  to  the  Oklahoma-Kan- 
sas  State  line.  ’The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateway  of  Atlanta, 
Ga.  and  points  in  the  commercial  zone  of 
Montgomery,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  355),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
(1)  frcan  Jamestown,  Westfield,  Mt. 
Morris,  Bergen,  ShortsviUe,  Gorham, 
Phelps,  and  Buffsdo,  N.Y.  (except  from 
the  facilities  of  Rich  Products  Corp.  at 
Buffalo,  N.Y.)  to  points  in  Louisiana,  and 


points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south  of 
UJS.  Highway  84;  (2)  from  Brockton  and 
Brockport,  Morton,  Le  Roy,  South  Day- 
ton,  and  Penn  Yan,  N.Y.,  to  points  in 
Louisiana,  and  points  in  Mississippi  on 
and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  20;  (3) 
from  Alton,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  Louisiana 
and  points  in  Mississippi  on  and  south 
of  U.S.  Highway  82;  (4)  from  Dundee, 
N.Y.,  to  points  in  Louisiana  and  Missis¬ 
sippi.  The  purpose  of  this  filing  is  to 
eliminate  the  gateways  of  Lynchburg, 
Va.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Birmingham  or 
Brundige,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  356),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AppUcant;  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  AppUcant’s  representative;  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  foods,  as  embraced 
in  foodstuffs,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  James¬ 
town,  Westfield,  Brockton,  Brockport, 
Morton,  Alton,  Le  Roy,  Bergen,  Moxmt 
Morris,  South  Dayton,  Penn  Yan,  Dun¬ 
dee,  ShortsviUe,  Gorham,  Phelps,  and 
Buffalo,  N.Y.,  to  points  in  California  on 
and  south  of  California  Highway  78  in¬ 
cluding  San  Diego  County.  The  purpose 
of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways 
of  Lynchburg,  Va.,  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and 
Birmingham,  Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  357),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmin^am,  Ala. 
35201.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Frozen  edible  meats, 
frozen  edible  meat  products,  frozen  edi¬ 
ble  meat  byproducts,  and  frozen  edible 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing¬ 
houses  (except  commodities  in  bulk) ,  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Lexington,  Ky.,  to 
points  in  Texas  on  and  south  of  Inter¬ 
state  Highway  20.  The  purpose  of  this 
fiUng  is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  At¬ 
lanta,  Ga.,  Birmingham,  Ala.,  or  points 
in  the  commercial  zone  of  Montgomery, 
Ala. 

No.  MC  115841  (Sub-No.  358),  filed 
May  22,  1975.  AppUcant:  COLONIAL 
REFRIGERATED  TRANSPORTATION, 
INC.,  P.O.  Box  10327,  Birmingham,  Ala. 
35201.  AppUcant’s  representative:  Roger 
M.  Shaner  (same  as  above).  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting;  Frozen  edible  meats, 
frozen  edible  meat  products,  frozen  edi¬ 
ble  meat  by-products,  and  frozen  edible 
articles  distributed  by  meat  packing-, 
houses  (except  commodities  in  bulk),  in 
vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical  re¬ 
frigeration,  from  Lexington,  Ky.,  to 
points  in  California  on  and  south  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  Highway  78,  and  on  and  west  of 
Interstate  Highway  5.  The  piirpose  of 
this  filiiig  is  to  eUmlnate  the  gateways  of 
Atlanta,  Ga.,  and  Birmingham,  Ala. 
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No.  MC  119777  (8ub-No.  ElOO),  filed 
April  23,  1974.  Applicant:  UGON  SPE¬ 
CIALIZED  HAULER,  me..  P.O.  Drawer 
L,  MadisonvUle,  Ky.  42431.  Applicant’s 
representative:  Jean  Holmes  (same  as 
above) .  Authority  sought  to  (g)erate  as  a 
common  carrier,  by  motor  v^lcle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Iron  and 
steel  articles,  except  those  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  which  by  reason  of  size  or 
weight  requires  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment,  (a)  from  the  plant  site  of  Ten¬ 
nessee  Forging  Steel  CJorporatlon,  near 
Harriman,  Tenn.,  to  points  in  Maine, 
that  part  of  Michigan  on  and  north  of 
Michigan  Highway  21,  Mixmesota,  New 
Hampshire,  and  Vermont;  and  (b)  from 
the  plant  site  of  Tennessee  Forging  Steel 
Corporation  near  Harriman,  Tenn.,  to 
points  In  Nebraska  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Nebraska- 
Colorado  State  line  on  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  the 
jimctlon  of  U.S.  Highway  385,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  385  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  20,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
20  to  the  Junction  of  Nebraska  Highway 
12,  thence  along  Nebraska  Highway  12  to 
the  junction  of  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  Nebraska- 
lowa  State  line.  The  purpose  of  this  filing 
is  to  eliminate  the  gateways  of  Wayne 
and  Cabell  Coxmtles,  W.  Va. 

No.  MC  119777  (Sub-No.  E132) ,  filed 
January  29,  1975.  Applicant:  LIGON 
SPECIALIZED  HAULER,  mC.,  P.O. 
Drawer  L,  MadisonvUle,  Ky.  42431.  Ap- 
pUcant’s  representative:  Jean  Holmes 
(same  as  above).  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  Irr^tilar  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Fibreboard,  pulp-board,  strawboard, 
(restricted  to  commodities,  the  transpor¬ 
tation  of  which,  because  of  their  size  or 
weight,  require  the  use  of  special  equip¬ 
ment) ;  (1)  from  points  in  lUinois  to 
points  in  South  Carolina;  (2)  from 
points  in  Indiana  to  points  in  Arizona, 
CaUfomia,  Florida,  Louisiana,  New  Mex¬ 
ico,  Mississippi,  and  Oregon,  and  Texas; 
(3)  from  points  in  Kentucky  to  points  in 
Arizona,  CaUfomia,  Idaho,  Montana, 
Nevada,,  North  Dakota,  Oregon,  South 
Dakota,  Utah,  Washington,  and  Wyo¬ 
ming;  (4)  from  points  in  Ohio  (exc^t 
Columbus)  to  points  in  Arizona,  Arkan¬ 
sas,  California,  Iowa,  Louisiana,  Missis¬ 
sippi,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington; 

(5)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  to 
points  in  Arizona,  Arkansas,  California, 
Colorado,  Idaho,  Kansas,  Louisiana,  Mis¬ 
sissippi,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  and  Washington; 

(6)  from  points  in  Tennessee  to  points  in 
Idaho,  Minnesota,  Montana,  North  Da¬ 
kota,  Oregon,  Washington,  Wyoming, 
and  Wisconsin  (except  points  in  Brown, 
Manitowoc,  Oconto,  Marinette,  and  For¬ 
est  Counties,  Wls.)  *;  (7)  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  to  points  in  Arizona,  Ar¬ 
kansas,  California,  Colorado,  Idaho, 
Kansas,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oklahoma, 
Oregon,  Texas,  Utah,  Washington,  and 
Wyoming;  (8)  from  points  hi  Illinois  on 
and  north  of  U.S.  Highway  50  to  points 
in  Alabama  on  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway 
43. 


(9)  From,  pc^ts  In  Illinois  on,  south, 
and  east  oi  a  line  beginning  at  Chester. 
HU  th«Dce  akmg  Hllnoto  Highway  3  to 
Junction  Hlim^  Highway  149.  ttience 
along  Illinois  EOghway  149  to  Junction 
minols  Highway  13,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  13  to  junction  UJ3.  Highway  45. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  juncton 
Illinois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  1  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
130,  thence  along  Illinois  Hl^way  130  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  the  Hllnols-Wiscon- 
sln  State  line  to  points  in  Arizona;  (10) 
from  Olney,  HI.,  and  points  in  Hlinois  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  1  to  Chicago,  HI.,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  94  to  the  Hlinols- 
Wisconsin  State  line  to  points  in  Ar¬ 
kansas  on,  east,  and  south  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Arkansas-Missouri  State 
line  extending  along  Arkansas  Highway 
5  to  Junction  Arkansas  Highway  9,  thence 
along  Arkansas  Highway  9  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  64,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  64  to  a  terminus  at  Ft.  Smith,  Ark.; 
(11)  from  points  in  Illinois  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beglnnii^  at  Chicago, 
m.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
jimctlon  Hlinois  Highway  140,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  140  to  the  HUnois- 
Missouri  State  line  to  points  in  C£dl- 
fomla;  (12)  from  Olney.  HI.,  and  points 
in  Hlinois  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  130,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  130  to  jimction 
Illinois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  145,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  145  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
45  to  the  Hlinols-Kentucky  State  line  to 
points  in  Colorado. 

(13)  From  points  in  Hlinois  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hllnois- 
Missouri  State  line  at  Quincy,  HI.,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  104  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  the  junction  of  Illinois  High¬ 
way  29,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  29 
to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  16,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  16  to  jimction 
Hlinois  Highway  32,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  32  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway 
33,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  33  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  130,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  130  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  50  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line 
to  points  in  Connecticut;  (14)  from 
points  in  Hlinois  on,  south,  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Quincy,  HI.,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  104  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  36  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  29, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  29  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Hli¬ 
nois-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  Dela¬ 
ware;  (15)  from  points  in  Illinois  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 


Quincy,  HI.,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  104  to  Junction  UH.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  UJ3.  Highway  36  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Illinois  Highway  29,  thence  along 
HUnols  Highway  29  to  Jimction  Hlinois 
Highway  16,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  16  to  junctiem  Illinois  Highway  32, 
.thence  along  Illinois  Highway  32  to 
EfBngham,  HI.,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  33  to  junction  HUnols  High¬ 
way  130,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway 
130  to  Junction  Hlinois  Highway  250. 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  250  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  IHlnc^-Indlana 
State  line  to  points  In  the  District  of 
Columbia. 

(16)  From  points  in  Hlinois  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Chester,  HI., 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  150  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  154,  thence 
along  HUnols  Highway  154  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  51  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway 
14,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  14  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  460,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  460  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45 
to  junction  HUnois  Highway  1,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  1  to  junction  H- 
linols  Highway  141,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  141  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana 
State  line  to  points  in  Florida;  (17)  from 
points  in  Hlinois  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Chester,  HI.,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  3  to  Junction  Illinois 
Highway  149,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  149  to  Junction  Hlinois  Hifdiway  13, 
thence  along  HUnols  Highway  13  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  junction  HUnols  Highway 
141,  thence  along  HUnols  Ffighway  141  to 
the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  Une  to  points 
in  Georgia;  (18)  from  points  In  HUnois 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  Une  beginning  at 
Alton,  HI.,  thence  along  HUnois  Highway 
140  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  Illi¬ 
nois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  136, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  the  H- 
Unois-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in 
Idaho  on  and  west  of  a  Une  beginning 
at  the  United  States-Canada  Interna¬ 
tional  Boundary  line  on  UJ3.  Highway  95, 
thence  along  U.S.  Hi^way  95  to  a  termi¬ 
nus  at  Payette,  Idaho;  (19)  from  Brook- 
port,  HI.,  to  Davenport,  Iowa,  and  points 
in  Iowa  on  and  north  of  Interstate 
Highway  80. 

(20)  From  Olney,  HI.,  and  points  in 
Hlinois  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  Une  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junc¬ 
tion  Hlinois  Highway  130,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  130  to  junction  Hli¬ 
nois  Highway  1,  thence  along  HUnois 
Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction 
HUnois  Highway  145,  thence  along  HU- 
nois  Highway  145  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to 
a  terminus  at  Brookport,  HI.,  to  points  in 
Kansas  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Colorado-Kansas  State 
line  extending  along  Kansas  Highway  96, 
thence  along  Kansas  Hl^way  96  to 
junction  Kansas  Highway  27,  thence 
along  Kansas  Highway  27  to  the  Kan- 
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sas-Nebraska  State  line;  (21)  from 
points  in  HUik^  on,  north,  and  east  of 
a  line  beginning  at  Moline.  HI.,  thenoe 
along  US.  Highway  6  to  junction  UB. 
Hi^way  150,  thenoe  along  n.8.  High¬ 
way  150  to*junctlon  Illinois  Highway  97, 
thenoe  along  Illinois  Highway  97  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  36,  thenoe  along  UB. 
Highway  36  to  JuxKrtion  Illinois  Hi^way 
32,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  32  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  33,  thenoe 
along  Illinois  Highway  S3  to  Junction  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  130.  thence  along  Illinois 
^ghway  130  to  jtmction  U.S.  Highway 
60,  thence  alcmg  UB.  Highway  50  to  the 
HUnois-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in 
Louisiana  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Louisiana-Arkansas 
State  line  exten<fing  along  U.S.  Highway 
165  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Lou¬ 
isiana  Highway  6.  thence  along  Louisiana 
Highway  6  to  the  Louisiana-Texas  State 
line. 

(22)  From  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  HUnois- 
Mlssouri  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  54,  theiKse  along  UB.  High¬ 
way  54  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  36, 
thenoe  along  UB.  Highway  36  to  junc¬ 
tion  Hlinois  Highway  29,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  29  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  16,  tiienoe  alcmg  Illinois  Hlgh- 
aray  16  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  128, 
tiience  alcmg  Illinois  Highway  128  to 
.junction  Hlinois  Highway  33,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Hi^way  S3  to  jimctlon 
HHnois  Highway  130,  thence  along  Hli- 
nois  Highway  130  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  50.  thenoe  along  n.S.  Highway  50  to 
the  Hlhiois-lndiana  State  line  to  points 
in  Maine;  (23)  frcxn  Quincy,  HI.,  and 
points  in  Illinois  cm,  south,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Alton,  HI.,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  140  to  jimctlcm  U.S. 
Highway  5L  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
51  to  junction  UB.  Highway  50,  thence 
along  UB.  Highway  50  to  junction  Hli¬ 
nois  Highway  250,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  250  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
50.  thence  along  UB.  Highway  50  to  the 
Hllnols-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in 
Maryland;  (24)  from  points  in  Hlinois 
on.  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Quincy.  HL.  thence  along  Hlinois 
Hi^way  57  to  junction  UB.  Highway  36, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  36  to  Spring- 
flelct  HI.,  thenoe  along  Hlinois  Hi^way 
29  to  junction  n.S.  Highway  51,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  UB. 
Highway  50,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
50  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  to 
points  in  Massachusetts;  (25)  from 
pcdnts  in  Hlinois  cm  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Chester,  HI.,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  3  to  juncticm  Illinois 
Highway  149.  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  149  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  13  to  the 
Hlinois-Kentucky  &H».te  line  to  points  In 
the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan;  (26) 
from  Brookport,  HI.,  to  points  in  Minne¬ 
sota. 

(27)  From  points  In  Illinois  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
EQghway  50.  thenoe  along  U.S.  Highway 
50  to  Junctioa  Illinois  Highway  130, 
thmee  along  Illinois  Highway  130  to 


juncticm  U.S.  Highway  150,  thenoe  along 
U.8.  Kghway  150  to  junction  Hlinois 
Highway  88,  thenoe  along  HHnois  High> 
way  88  to  junction.  U.S.  Highway  6, 
tiienoe  along  TJ.a  Hi^iway  6  to  the  Hli- 
nois-lowa  State  line  to  points  In  Missis¬ 
sippi;  (26)  from  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  136  to  jtmction  Illinois  High¬ 
way  1,  thenoe  akmg  Hlinois  Highway  1  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  80,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  80  to  junction 
Interstate  Ptighway  94,  thence  alcmg  In¬ 
terstate  Highway  94  to  a  terminus  at 
Chicago,  HI.,  to  points  in  Missouri  cm, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Aikansas-Missouii  State  line  extending 
along  Missouri  Highway  17  to  junction 
UB.  Highway  160,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  160  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
60,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  UB.  imghway  62,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  62  to  the  Hllnois-MiHsouri 
State  line;  (20)  from  Olney  and  C^axlo, 
HI.,  and  points  in  Hlinois  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  50  to  jtmction  U.S. 
Highway  4^,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45'  t(>  a  terminus  at  Brookport, 
HI.,  to  points  in  Montana;  (30)  from  Ol¬ 
ney.  m.,  and  points  in  Illinois  on,  east, 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Hll- 
nois-Missouri  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  51  to  junction  Illinois 
Highway  37,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  37  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  146, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  146  to 
jtmction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  45  to  jtmction  Illinois 
Highway  15,  thence  alcmg  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  15  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  130, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  130  to 
jtmction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  50  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana 
State  line  to  points  In  Nebraska  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  83. 

(31)  From  points  in  Illinois  on,  east, 
and  semth  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  H- 
Unois-Indlana  State  line  extending  along 
Interstate  Highway  74  to  Junction  n.S. 
Highway  150,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
150  to  junction  Hlinois  Hl^way  130, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  130  to 
along  Illinois  Highway  15  to  junction  H- 
linols  Highway  37,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  37  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway 
13,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  13  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  149,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  149  to  junction 
minois  Highway  3,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  3  to  a  terminus  at  Chester,  Ill., 
to  points  in  Nevada;  (32)  from  points  in 
Illinois  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  UB.  Highway  50  to  junction  H- 
linois  Highway  127,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  127  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway 
66,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  66  to  junc¬ 
tion  Hlinois  Highway  125,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  125  to  jimction  UB. 
Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
67  to  junction  UB.  Highway  24,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  24  to  the  Hlinois- 
Mlssourl  State  line  to  points  in  New 
Hampshire;  (33)  from  points  in  Hlinois 
on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 


Quincy,  HI.,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  194  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  4, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  4  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State 
line  to  points  in  New  Jersey. 

(34)  From  points  in  Illinois  on  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Chicago,  HI.,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  94  to  junction 
Illinois  Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois 
Highway  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  junc¬ 
tion  Hlinois  Highway  130,  thence  along 
ZUinois  Highway  130  to  junction  Hlinois 
Highway  1,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway 
1  to  junction  UB.  Highway  45,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction  Hli¬ 
nois  Highway  145,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  145  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
45,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  45  to  the 
Hlinois-Kentucky  State  line  to  points 
in  New  Mexico;  (35)  from  Alton,  HI.,  and 
points  in  Illinois  on  and  south  of  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  points  in  New  York;  (36) 
frcmi  points  In  Illinois  to  points  in  North 
Carolina  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Point  Harbor,  N.C.,  thence 
east  and  south  on  U.S.  Highway  158  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  264,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  264  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  70  to 
junction  Interstate  Highway  140,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  140  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  23,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  23  to  the  North  Carolina-Geor- 
gia  State  line;  (37)  from  Olney  and 
Cairo,  HI.,  and  points  In  Illinois  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  H- 
llnols-Indlana  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  U.S,  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45 
to  a  terminus  at  Brookport.  HI.,  to  points 
in  North  Dakota. 

(38)  From  points  in  Illinois  on,  north, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Wauke¬ 
gan,  HI.,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway 
120  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  14,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
14  to  junction  Interstate  Highway  94. 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  94  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  20  to  jimction  Illinois 
Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  1  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  40, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Hlinois  Highway  130,  thence  along 
Hlinois  Highway  130  to  jimction  Hlinois 
Highway  250,  thence  along  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  250  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  II- 
linois-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in 
Oklahoma  on  and  south  of  Interstate 
Highway  40;  (39)  from  points  in  Hlinois 
on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Chicago,  HI.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
66  to  junction  Illinois  Highway  140, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  140  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  67,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  67  to  the  Hlinois-Missouri 
State  line  to  points  in  Oregon  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  395;  (40)  from 
points  in  Hlinois  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to 
Junction  Illinois  Highway  127,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  127  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  68,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  125, 
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thence  along  Illinois  Highway  125  to 
junction  UH.  Highway  67,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  67  to  junction  UH.  High- 
way  24,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  24  to 
the  lUinois-Mlssoiui  State  line  to  points 
in  Rhode  Island;  (41)  from  Brookport, 
Ill.,  to  points  in  South  Dakota. 

(42)  From  points  in  Illinois  on  and 
east  of  a  Une  beginning  at  C^cago,  HI., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45  to  Junction  Illinois  Highway  130, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  130  to 
junction  Illinois  Highway  1,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  1  to  junction  Interstate 
Highway  64,  thence  along  Interstate 
Highway  64  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State 
line  to  points  in  Texas;  (43)  from  points 
in  Illinois  on,  east,  and  south  Of  a  line 
beginning  at  Chester,  HI.,  thence  along 
Illinois  Highway  3  to  junction  Hlinois 
Highway  149,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  149  to  jimction  Hlinois  Highway  13, 
thence  along  Illinois  Highway  13  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45  to  junction  Illinois  Highway 
1,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  1  to 
junction  Hlinois  Highway  130,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  130  to  junction  Il¬ 
linois  Highway  250,  thence  along  nunois 
Highway  250  to  junction  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  1,  thence  along  Illinois  Highway  1 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  136,  thence 
along  U.S,  Highway  136  to  the  Hlinois- 
Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  Utah;  (44) 
from  points  in  Hlinois  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Quincy,  HI., 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  57  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  36,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  36  to  Springfield,  HI.,  thence 
along  Illinois  Highway  29  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  H- 
linois-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in  Ver¬ 
mont;  (45)  from  Quincy,  Alton,  and  Ol- 
ney,  HI.,  and  points  in  Hlinois  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  50  to  points  in 
Virginia. 

(46)  From  points  in  Hlinois,  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Alton,  HI., 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  140  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  junction  Hlinois 
Highway  1,  thence  along  Illinois  High¬ 
way  1  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  136, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  136  to  the 
Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  to  points  in 
Washington;  (47)  from  Cairo  and  Brook- 
port,  HI.,  to  Kenosha,  Wis.,  and  points  in 
Wisconsin  on  and  north  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  Lacrosse,  Wis.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  16  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  94,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
94  to  a  terminus  at  Milwaukee,  Wis.  (ex¬ 
cept  those  points  in  Brown,  Manitowoc, 
Oconto,  Marinette,  and  Forest  Counties, 
Wis.;  (48)  from  points  in  Hlinois  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Cairo,  HI.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51 
to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  37,  thence 
along  Hlinois  Highway  37  to  junction 
Hlinois  Highway  15,  thence  along  Hlinois 
Highway  15  to  junction  Hlinois  High¬ 
way  130,  thence  along  Hlinois  Highway 
130  to  junction  Hlinois  Highway  250, 
thence  along  Hlinois  Highway  250  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 


n.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Hlinois-Indiana 
State  line  to  points  in  Wyoming;  (49) 
from  points  in  Indiana  cm,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ken- 
tucky-Indlana  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  jimction  Indiana 
Highway  67,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  67  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  37, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  37  to  the 
Indiana-Ohlo  State  line  to  points  in 
Alabama. 

(50)  From  points  in  Indiana  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Michlgan  State  line  extending 
along  U.S,  Highway  27  to  Liberty,  Ind., 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  101  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  62,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  62  to  a  terminus  at  Evansville,  Ind., 
to  points  in  Arkansas;  (51)  from  points 
in  Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Indlana-Hlinols  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  to  points  in 
Colorado;  (52)  from  points  in  Indiana 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Vincennes,  Ind,,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  441  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the 
Indiana-Kentucky  State  line  to  points 
in  Connecticut;  (53)  from  points  in  In¬ 
diana  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Vincennes,  Ind.,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  441  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
41,  thence  along  UJ3.  Highway  41  to  the 
Indiana-Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in 
Delaware;  (54)  from  points  in  Indiana 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction  In¬ 
diana  Highway  441,  thence  along  Indiana 
Highway  441  to  a  terminus  at  Vincennes, 
Ind.,  to  points  in  the  District  of  Colum¬ 
bia;  (55)  from  points  in  Indiana  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  40  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  24,  thence  along  U.S,  High¬ 
way  24  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  19, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  19  to  the 
Indiana-Michlgan  State  line  to  points  in 
Georgia. 

(56)  From  points  in  Indiana  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  In¬ 
diana  Highway  37  to  Indianapolis,  Ind., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  In- 
diana-Hlinois  State  line  to  points  in 
Idaho;  (57)  from  Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  and 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Evansville,  Ind.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  the  Indiana- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  Iowa; 

(58)  from  points  in  Indiana  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Evans¬ 
ville,  Ind.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
460  to  junction  Indiana  Highway  135, 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  136  to 
junction  Indiana  Highway  56,  thence 
along  Indiana  Highway  56  to  a  terminus 
at  Madison,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Kansas; 

(59)  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Vincennes,  Ind., 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  441  to 


junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  alimg 
UH.  Highway  41  to  the  Indiana-Ken¬ 
tucky  State  line  to  points  in  Maine;  (60) 
from  Evansville,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Mary¬ 
land;  (61)  from  points  in  Indialna  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Vincennes, 
Ind.,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  441 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Indiana- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  Massa¬ 
chusetts;  (62)  from  Evansville,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michi¬ 
gan;  (63)  from  Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  and 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Indlana-Hlinols  State 
line  extending  along  UH.  Hlghwi^  50  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  150,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  150  to  the  Indiana-Ken¬ 
tucky  State  line  to  points  in  Minnesota 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Minnesota-Iowa  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  UJ3.  Highway  59  to  junc¬ 
tion  Miimesota  Highway  23,  thence  along 
Minnesota  Highway  23  to  a  terminus  at 
Duluth,  Minn. 

(64)  From  points  in  Indiana  on,  south, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  Richmond,  Ind.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Liberty,  Ind., 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  101  to 
junction  UB.  Highway  52,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction  Indiana 
Highway  1,  thence  along  Indiana  High¬ 
way  1  to  junction  UB.  Highway  50, 
thence  along  UB.  Highway  50  to  junc¬ 
tion  Indiana  Highway  62,  thence  along 
Indiana  Highway  62  to  a  terminus  at  or 
near  Jeffersonville,  Ind.,  to  points  in  Mis¬ 
souri  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Kansas-Missouri  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to  Joplin, 
Mo.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  71  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  76,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  76  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along  UB.  Hl^- 
way  60  to  junction  Missouri  Highway  34, 
thence  along  Missouri  Highway  34  to 
junction  Missouri  Highway  72,  thence 
along  Missouri  Highway  72  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  61,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  61  to  Cape  Girardeau,  Mo.;  (65) 
from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  points  in  Montana; 
(66)  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  south 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Madison,  Ind., 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  56  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along 
UB.  Highway  231  to  junction  UB.  High¬ 
way  460,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  460 
to  a  terminus  at  Evansville,  Ind.,  to 
points  in  Nebraska;  (67)  from  points  in 
Indiana  to  points  in  Nevada  on,  south, 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Denlo, 
Nev.,  thence  along  Nevada  Highway  r40 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  95,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  95  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
40  to  junction  Nevada  Highway  51, 
thence  along  Nevada  Highway  51  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  50,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  50  to  the  Nevada-Utah 
State  line. 

(68)  From  points  in  Indiana  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Vincennes, 
Ind.,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  441 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Indiana- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  New 
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Hampshire;  (69)  from  points  in  Indiana  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  In-  tending  along  U.S.  Highway  167  to  junc- 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Vin-  diana  Highway  67,  thence  along  Indiana  tion  U.S.  Highway  80,  thence  along  U.S. 
cennes,  Ind.,  thence  along  Indiana  High-  Highway  67  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  Highway  80  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
way  441  to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  41,  40,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  165,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  165  to 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  In-  Indlana-Ohio  State  line  tp  points  in  junction  U.S.  Highway  167,  thence  along 
diana-Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  Wyoming.  U.S.  Highway  167  to  the  terminus  at  Ab- 

New  Jersey;  (70)  from  Evansville,  Ind.,  (83)  Prom  Owensboro,  Ky.,  and  points  beville.  La.;  (94)  from  points  in  Ken- 
to  points  in  New  York;  (71)  from  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  north  on  Interstate  tucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
in  Indiana  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin-  Highway  64  to  points  in  Mobile  County,  the  Kentucky -Indiana  State  line  extend- 
ning  at  Vincennes,  Ind.,  thence  along  Ala.;  (84)  from  points  in  Kentucky  on  ing  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  junction 
Indiana  Highway  441  to  jimction  U.S.  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  41  to  Sulphur  Kentucky  Highway  80,  thence  along 
Highway  41,  thence  al<Mig  U.S.  Highway  Springs,  Ark.;  (85)  from  points  in  Ken-  Kentucky  Highway  80  to  junction  Ken- 
41  to  the  Indiana-Kentucky  State  line  to  tucky  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  tucky  Highway  90,  thence  along  Ken- 
points  in  North  Carolina;  (72)  from  Paducah,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  .  tucky  Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  High- 
points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  of  a  line  62  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  91,  way  127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  127 
beginning  at  the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  91  to  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  to 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41  A,  thence  along  points  in  Maine;  (95)  from  points  in 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  150,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41A  to  the  Kentucky-  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin- 
U.S.  Highway  150  to  junction  Indiana  Tennessee  State  line  to  points  in  Colo-  ning  at  Owensboro,  Ky.,  thence  along 
Hi^way  56,  thence  along  Indiana  High-  rado;  (86)  from  points  in  Kentucky  on  u.S.  Highway  431  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  66  to  a  teiTOinus  at  Madison,  Ind.,  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  431  to  points  way  62,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62 
to  points  in  North  Dakota;  (73)  from  in  Connecticut;  (87)  from  points  in  Ken-  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  171, 
Kokomo,  Ind.,  and  points  in  Indiana  on,  tucky  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  431  to  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  171  to 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  points  in  Delaware;  (88)  from  points  in  junction  Kentucky  Highway  107,  thence 
the  Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  extending  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  along  Kentucky  Highway  107  to  Hop- 
alcmg  U.S.  Highway  50,  thenc'e  along  U.S.  at  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  kinsville,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  31W  to  41A  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junc-  junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along  line  to  points  in  Maryland;  (96)  from 
tiwi  Indiana  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  the  terminus  at  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  U.S. 
Indiana  Highway  67  to  junction  U.S.  Owensboro,  Ky.,  to  points  in  the  District  Highway  431  to  points  in  Massachusetts. 
Wghway  31,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  of  Columbia;  (89)  from  points  in  Ken-  (97)  Prom  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
31  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence  tucky  on  and  north  of  a  line  beginning  west  of  U.S.  Highway  431  to  points  in 
along  U.S.  Highway  20  to  junction  U.S.  at  the  Kentucky-Hlinois  State  line  ex-  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan;  (98) 
Hiidiway  35,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  tending  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  a  ter-  from  South  Williamson,  Ky.,  and  points 
35  to  a  terminus  at  Michigan  City,  Ind.,  minus  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  to  Gainesville,  in  Kentucky  on,  south,  and  west  of  U.S. 
to  points  in  Oklahoma  on  and  south  of  Pla.,  and  points  in  Florida  on,  south,  and  Highway  460  to  points  in  Minnesota; 
Interstate  Highway  40.  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Jacksonville,  (99)  from  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 

(74)  From  points  in  Indiana  on  and  ^8,-.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  17  to  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Owensboro, 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Vincennes,  junction  U.S.  Highway  92,  thence  along  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
Ind.,  thence  along  Indiana  Highw’ay  441  Highway  92  to  a  terminus  at  St.  junction  Interstate  Highway  64,  thence 

to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  Petersburg,  Fla.;  (90)  from  points  in  along  Interstate  Highway  64  to  the  Ken- 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Indiana-  Kentucky  on  and  northwest  of  a  line  on  tucky-Ohlo  State  line  to  points  in  Mis- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  Rhode  U.S.  Highway  60  to  points  in  Georgia  on,  sissippi  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
Island;  (75)  from  Michigan  City,  Ind.,  ®8st,  and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  beginning  at  the  Mississippi- Alabama 
and  points  in  Indiana  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Georgia-South  Carolina  State  line  ex-  state  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
Highway  41  to  points  in  South  Carolina;  tending  along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  junc-  64  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  49,  thence 
(76)  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  south  C^orgia  Highway  24,  thence  along  along  U.S.  Highway  49  to  junction  U.S. 

of  a  line  beginning  at  Vincennes,  Ind.,  Grorgia  Highway  24  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
thence  along  Indiana  Highway  441  to  Highway  221,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  the  Mississippi-Tennessee  State 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along  221  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  280,  thence  line;  (100)  from  points  in  Kentucky  on 
UH.  Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  High-  along  U.S.  Highway  280  to  junction  U.S.  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
way  50,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  50  to  Highway  441,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  Illinois-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
jiinrfJnn  Tndin.na.  Highway  60,  thence  junction  U.S.  Highway  84,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction  Ken- 

along  Tndiftnn.  Highway  60  to  junction  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction  Inter-  tucky  Highway  121,  thence  along  Ken- 
indianfl.  Highway  56,  thence  along  Indi-  state  Highway  75,  thence  along  Inter-  tucky  Highway  121  to  junction  U.S. 
ana  Hlgdiway  56  to  a  terminus  at  Madi-  state  Highway  75  to  the  Georgia-Florida  Highw'ay  641,  thence  along  U.S.  High- 
son,  Ind.,  to  points  in  South  Dakota;  (77)  State  line.  way  641  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 

from  points  in  Indiana  on,  south,  and  From  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  state  line  in  Westboro,  Mo.;  (101)  from 

west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Indiana-  ®ast  of  U.S.  Highway  41,  and  points  in  points  in  Kentucky  on,  north,  and  east 
Hlinois  State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Kentucky  on  and  south  of  a  line  begin-  of  a  line  beginning  at  Paducah,  Ky., 
Highway  40  to  Indianapolis,  Ind.,  thence  *^^8  at  Louisville,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S.  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  junc- 
along  Interstate  Highway  69  to  the  Indi-  Highway  460  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  tion  Kentucky  Highway  139,  thence 
ana-Michigan  State  line  to  points  in  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  a  along  Kentucky  Highway  139  to  the 
Utah;  (78)  from  points  in  Indiana  on  and  teiroinus  at  South  Williamson,  Ky.,  to  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  to  points 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Vincennes,  points  in  Iowa;  (92)  from  p()ints  in  Ken-  in  Nebraska;  (102)  from  points  in  Ken- 
Ind.,  thence  along  Indiana  Highway  441  tucky  ()n  and  east  of  U.S.  Highway  41  to  tucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  Points  in  Kansas;  (93)  from  Albany  and  at  Owensboro,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S. 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Indiana-  Jenkins,  Ky.,  and  points  in  Kentucky  on  Highway  231  to  junction  Kentucky  High- 
Kentucky  State  line  to  points  in  Ver-  north  of  a  line  beginning  at  Owens-  way  80,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
mont;  (79)  from  Evansville,  Ind.,  to  boro,  Ky.,  thence  along  Kentucky  High-  gO  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  90, 
points  in  Virginia;  (80)  from  points  in  ^  junction  U.S.  Highway  62,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  90  to 

Indiana  on  and  south  of  U  S  Highway  24  ^^bence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  junction  junction  U.S.  Highway  127,  thence  along 

to  points  in  Washington;  (81)  from  Kentucky  Highway  61,  thence  along  Ken-  u.S.  Highway  127  to  the  Kentucky-Ten- 
EvansvlUe.  Ind.  to  ptrints  in  Wisconsin  Highway  61  to  jimction  Kentucky  nessee  State  line  to  points  in  New 

(exc^t  points  in  Brown,  Manitowoc,  Highway  80,  thence  alimg  Kentucky  Hampshire; 

Oconto,  Marinette,  and  Forest  Counties,  Highway  80  to  the  Kentucky-Virginia  (i03)  From  points  in  Kentucky  on  and 
Wis.)  • ;  (82)  friHn  points  in  Indiana  on,  State  line  to  points  in  Louisiana  on,  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 

sou^  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Tennessee  State  line  extending  al(mg 

Hlinois-Indiana  State  line  extending  the  Louisiana-Arkansas  State  line  ex-  U.S.  Highway  31W  to  junction  U.S.  Hlg^- 
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way  231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231 
to  Owensboro,  Ky.,  to  points  in  New 
Jersey:  (104)  from  points  in  Kentucky 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Paducah,  Ky.,  thence  along  U.S,  High¬ 
way  62  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  68, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  68  to  jvmction 
U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State 
line  to  points  in  New  Mexico;  (105) 
from  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  Owensboro,  Ky.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  431  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  82,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
62  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  171, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  171  to 
junction  Kentucky  Highway  107,  thence 
along  Kentucky  Highway  107  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  41A,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  41A  to  the  Kentucky-Tennessee 
State  line  to  points  in  New  York;  (106) 
from  points  in  Kentucky  on  and  north 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
niinois  State  Une  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  a  terminus  at  Owensboro, 
Ky.,  to  points  in  North  Carolina  on  and 
east  of  U.S.  Highway  25;  (107)  from 
points  in  Kentucky  on,  north,  and  east 
of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  line  extending  along  U.S, 
Highway  127  to  junction  Kentucky  High¬ 
way  49,  thence  along  Kentucky  Highway 
49  to  junction  Kentucky  Highway  84, 
thence  along  Kentucky  Highway  84  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  3  IE,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  31E  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  61,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  61  to  Elizabethtown,  Ky., 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  junc¬ 
tion  Kentucky  Highway  70,  thence  along 
Kentucky  Highway  70  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
41  to  the  Kentucky-Indiana  State  line 
to  points  in  Oklahoma. 

(108)  From  points  in  Kentucky  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  41A  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  62, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  U.S. 
Highway  431,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
431  to  the  terminus  at  Owensboro,  Ky., 
to  points  in  Rhode  Island;  (109)  frcrni 
points  in  Kentucky  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  Paducah,  Ky„ 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  a  ter¬ 
minus  at  Owensboro,  Ky.,  to  points  in 
South  Carolina  on,  south,  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  North  Carolina- 
South  Carolina  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  29  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  176,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
176  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  1,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  1  to  the  Georgia- 
South  Carolina  State  line;  (110)  from 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  east  of  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  points  in  Texas  on  and 
west  of  U.S.  Highway  75;  (111)  from 
points  in  Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Owensboro,  Ky.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  junction  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  90,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
127,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  127  to 
the  Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  to 
points  in  Vermont;  (112)  from  points  in 


Kentucky  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Owensboro,  Ky.,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  81  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  85,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  85  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the 
Kentucky-Tennessee  State  line  to  points 
in  Virginia  on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  West  Virginia-Virginia 
State  line  extending  along  Virginia  High¬ 
way  311  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  460, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  460  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  29,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  29  to  the  Virginia-North  Caro¬ 
lina  State  line. 

(113)  From  Middlesboro,  Ky.,  and 
points  in  Kentucky  bounded  on  and  north 
by  Illinois  and  Indiana,  bounded  on  the 
south  by  Tennessee,  boimded  cm  the  west 
by  U.S.  Highway  45,  and  bounded  on  the 
east  by  a  line  beginning  at  Owensboro, 
Ky.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  at 
Bowling  Green,  Ky.,  thence  along  Ken¬ 
tucky  Highway  80  to  junction  Kentucky 
Highway  90,  thence  along  Kentucky 
Highway  90  to  Albany,  Ky.,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  127  to  the  Kentucky-Ten¬ 
nessee  State  line  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
(except  points  in  Brown,  Manitowoc, 
Marinette,  Forest,  and  Ocontoc  Coun¬ 
ties)  :  (114)  from  points  in  Ohio  (except 
Columbus),  to  points  in  Alabama  on, 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Alabama-Mississippi  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  43,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  43  to  a  terminus  at  Mobile,  Ala.; 
(115)  from  points  in  Ohio  on,  south,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
71  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  224,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  224  to  Findlay,  Ohio, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  47  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  47  to  the  Indiana-Ohio 
State  line  (except  Columbus)  to  points 
in  Colorado)*;  (116)  from  Springfield, 
Ohio,  and  points  in  Ohio  on,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Toledo,  Ohio, 
thence  along  Interstate  Highway  75  to 
Findlay,  Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  68  to  BelleFontaine,  Ohio,  thence 
along  Ohio  Highway  47  to  the  Indiana- 
Ohio  State  line  to  points  in  Florida; 
(117)  from  points  in  Ohio  on,  north,  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Union  City, 
Ohio,  thence  along  CMiio  Highway  47  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  25,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  25  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  18,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  18 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  20,  thence 
al<mg  U.S.  Highway  20  to  the  terminus 
at  Cleveland,  Ohio,  to  points  in  Georgia 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  Colum¬ 
bus,  Ga.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  27 
to  the  Georgia-Florida  State  line; 

(118)  From  Chesapeake,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Iowa  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Davenport,  Iowa,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  61  to  the  lowa- 
Hlinois  State  line;  (119)  from  Harrison, 
Ohio,  and  points  in  Ohio  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Cleveland, 
Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  42  to 
junction  Ohio  Highway  3,  thence  along 
Ohio  Highway  3  to  a  terminus  at  Cincin¬ 
nati,  Ohio  (except  Columbus)  to  points 
in  Kansas;  (120)  from  Chesapet^e,  Ohio, 
to  points  in  Minnesota  on  and  west  of  a 


line  beginning  at  the  Minnesota-Iowa 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  35  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  94,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
94  to  the  Minnesota- Wisconsin  State 
line:  (121)  from  points  in  Ohio  on  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  50  to  points  in 
Missouri  on  and  south  of  Interstate  High¬ 
way  70;  (122)  from  points  in  Ohio  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Indiana-Ohio  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  224  to  junction  Ohio  High¬ 
way  21,  thence  along  Ohio  Highway  21  to 
Cleveland,  Ohio  (except  Columbus)  to 
Dell,  Mont.,  and  points  in  Montana  cm, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
United  States-Canada  International 
Boundary  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  93  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  12, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  12  to  the 
Idaho-Montana  State  line;  (123)  from 
Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and  points  in  Ohio  on 
and  south  of  U.S.  Highway  22  to  points 
in  Nebraska  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  South  Dakota -Nebraska  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  83  to 
junction  Nebraska  Highway  2,  thence 
along  Nebraska  Highway  2  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  183,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  183  to  the  Nebraska-Kansas 
State  line:  (124)  from  Springfield,  Ohio, 
and  points  in  Ohio  on,  south,  and  east  of 
U.S.  Highway  22  to  Fortuna,  Williston, 
and  Marmarth,  N.  Dak, 

(125)  From  Bryan,  Ohio,  to  Hardee- 
ville,  S.C.;  (126)  from  points  in  Ohio  on 
and  south  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ohio- 
Indiana  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  23, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  23  to  junction 
Ohio  Highway  159,  thence  along  Ohio 
Highway  159  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
22,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  the  Ohio-West  Virginia 
State  line  to  points  in  South  Dakota  on 
and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  South 
Dakota-North  Dakota  State  line  ext«id- 
ing  along  South  Dakota  Highway  63  to 
junction  South  Dakota  Highway  34, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  34 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  83,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  83  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  16,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
16  to  junction  South  Dakota  Highway  47, 
thence  along  South  Dakota  Highway  47 
to  the  South  Dakota-Nebraska  State 
line;  (127)  from  Chesapeake,  Ohio,  to 
points  in  Wisconsin  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  line  beginning  at  St.  Croix  Falls, 
Wis.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  8  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  63,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  63  to  junction  Wisconsin 
Highway  77,  thence  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  77  to  a  terminus  at  Hurley, 
Wis.;  (128)  from  points  in  Ohio  on  and 
south  of  a  line  beginning  at  Steubenville, 
Ohio,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  22  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  the  Ohio-Indiana 
State  line  (except  Columbus) ,  to  points 
in  Wyoming;  (129)  from  points  in  Penn¬ 
sylvania  on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Ohio-Pennsylvania 
State  line  extending  along  Interstate 
Highway  90  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  6N, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  6N  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  6,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  6  to  jimction  Pennsylvania 
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Highway  59,  thence  along  Pennsylvania 
Highway  59  to  Junction  U.8.  Highway 
219,  thence  along  UH.  Highway  219  to 
the  Pennslvanla-New  York  State  line  to 
points  in  Alabama;  (130)  from  Punxsu- 
tawney.  Pa.,  and  points  In  Pennsylvania 
on  and  north  of  Interstate  Highway  80  to 
Pensacola,  Ra. 

(131)  ]^m  Erie,  Pa.,  to  points  In 
Georgia  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Columbus,  Ga.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  27  to  Bainbrldge, 
Ga.,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  84  to 
Valdosta,  Ga.,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  41  to  the  Georgia-Florlda  State 
line;  (132)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Pennsylvania-West  Virginia  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  119 
to  jimction  U.S.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  UH.  Highway  22  to  jimction  U.S. 
Highway  220,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
220  to  junction  U.S.  H^hway  15.  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  15  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  tp  Payne, 
Iowa;  (133)  from  Morrisville,  Pa.,  to  St. 
Vincent,  Warroad,  Marshall,  and  Orton- 
ville,  Minn.,  and  points  in  Minnesota  on. 
south,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Minnesota-South  Dakota  State  line 
extending  along  Interstate  Highway  90 
to  Junction  UH.  Highway  59,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  59  to  the  lowa- 
Mianesota  State  line;  (134)  frmn 
points  in  Pennsylvania  to  points  in 
Missouri  on,  sou^,  and  west  of  a  line 
begksning  at  St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  thence 
alcmg  U.S.  Highway  169  to  Jimction 
U.S.  Highway  40,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  40  to  the  Missouri-Illinois  State 
line;  (136)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
to  pcdnts  in  Montana  on,  north,  and  west 
of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  United  States- 
Canada  International  Boundary  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  91  to  Jimc¬ 
tion  UB.  Highway  12,  thence  along  UB. 
Highway  12  to  the  Montana-Idaho  State 
line;  (136)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania 
to  Superior,  Nebr.,  and  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Wyomlng-Nebraska  State 
line  extending  along  Nebraska  Highway 
92  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  26,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  26  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  30,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
30  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  83,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  83  to  the  Nebraska- 
Kansas  State  line. 

(137)  From  Uniontown,  Pa.,  and  points 
In  Pennsylvania  on,  south,  and  east  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Pennsylvanla- 
Maryland  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  11  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  30, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  30  to  junction 
Pennsylvania  Highway  611,  thence  along 
Pennsylvania  Highway  611  to  a  terminus 
at  Stroudsburg,  Pa.,  to  points  in  North 
Dakota  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  85; 
(138)  from  points  in  Pennsylvania  on. 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  b^inning  at 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  thence  along  Pennsyl¬ 
vania  Highway  611  to  Junction  UJS. 
Highway  1,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
1  to  the  New  Jersey-Pennsylvanla  State 
line  to  Elk  Point,  S.  Dak.,  and  points  In 
South  Dakota  on  and  west  of  U.S.  EOgh- 
way  81;  (139)  from  Glasgow,  Pa.,  and 


points  In  Pennsylvania  on,  south,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-New  York  State  line  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  219,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  219  to  Junction  U.S.  EUgh- 
way  119,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  119 
to  Junction  UB.  Highway  22,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  22  to  the  Pennsyl¬ 
vania-West  Virginia  State  line  to  points 
in  Wyoming;  (140)  from  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  UB.  Highway  641  to  Junc¬ 
tion  Tennessee  Highway  69,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  69  to  Junction  U.S. 
Highway  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Tennessee- 
Georgla  State  line  to  points  In  Arizona; 
(141)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  tiie  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  line  extending  along  UB. 
Highway  25E  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
Jimction  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence 
along  Interstate  Highway  40  to  the 
Tennessee-North  Carolina  State  line  to 
points  in  Arkansas  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Arkansas-Oklahoma 
State  line  extending  along  Arkansas 
Highway  72  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  62, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  62  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  67,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  67  to  the  Arkansas-Mlssouri 
State  Une. 

(142)  Prom  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Mississippi  State  line  extending  along 
U.8.  Highway  45  to  Junction  Tennessee 
Highway  20,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  20  to  the  termlnos  at  Helotse, 
Term.,  to  points  in  Caltfomla;  (143)  from 
points  in  Teimessee  on  and  east  of  a 
line  begirming  at  the  Tennessee-Ken¬ 
tucky  State  Une  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  641  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
79,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41 
to  Junction  UB.  Highway  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the  Teimessee- 
Georgia  State  line  to  points  in  Colorado; 
(144)  from  points  in  Teimessee  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Teimes- 
see-Kentucky  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  231 , 
to  the  Teimessee-Alabama  State  Une  to 
points  in  Cormectlcut;  (145)  from  points 
in  Teimessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Termessee-Kentucky  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to 
Junction  UB.  Highway  45E,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45E  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45 
to  the  Teimessee-Mississippi  State  line 
to  points  in  Delaware;  (146)  from  points 
in  Teimessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentuc^ 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highwajf 
Alternate  41,  thence  along  UB.  Highway 
Alternate  41  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway 
79,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  79  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  45E,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45E  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45 
to  Junction  Tennessee  Highway  18, 


thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  18  to 
the  Tmnessee-Mississlppi  State  line  to 
points  in  the  District  of  Columbia. 

(147)  Prom  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
north  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennes¬ 
see-Kentucky  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  Junction  Tennessee 
Highway  54,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  54  to  Junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  22,  thence  along  Tennessee  Highway 
22  to  Junction  UB.  Highway  51,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  Junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  20,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  20  to  the  Tennessee- 
Missouri  State  line  to  points  in  Florida 
on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at  West 
Palm  Beach,  Fla.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  1  to  the  terminus  at  Key  West, 
Fla.;  (148)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  east  of  a  Une  beginning  at  the  Ten¬ 
nessee-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  UB.  Highway  Alternate  41,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41  to  Junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  31  to  Junction  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  11,  thence  along  Tennessee  High¬ 
way  11  to  the  Tennessee- Alabama  State 
line  to  points  in  Iowa;  (149)  from  points 
in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
Alternate  41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
Alternate  41  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the 
Tennessee-Georgia  State  Une  to  points 
in  Kansas;  (150)  from  Chanute,  Cum¬ 
berland  Gap,  and  Mountain  City,  Tenn., 
to  points  in  Louisiana  on  and  west  of 
a  line  beginning  at  the  Loulsiana-Texas 
State  line  extending  along  Louisiana 
Highway  6  to  Junction  UB.  Highway 
171,  thence  along  U.8.  Highway  171  to 
Junction  U.S.  Highway  71,  tlience  along 
U.S.  Highway  71  to  the  Loulslana-Arkan- 
sas  State  line;  (151)  from  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  231  to  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  Une  to  points  in  Maine. 

(152)  Prom  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Kentucky- 
Tennessee  State  Une  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  79  to  Junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45E,  thence  along  UB.  Highway  45E 
to  Junction  U.S.  BUghway  45,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  Junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  18,  thence  along  Tennes¬ 
see  Highway  18  to  the  Tennessee-Missls- 
slppl  State  line  to  points  in  Maryland; 
(153)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  Une  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
the  Tennessee-Alabama  State  line  to 
points  in  Massachusetts;  (154)  from 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
Alternate  41  to  Junction  U.S.  Highway  41. 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the 
Tennessee-Georgia  State  line  to  points 
in  the  Lower  Peninsula  of  Michigan; 
(155)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on,  north, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten- 
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nessee-Kentucky  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  41,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  the  Tennessee-Georgla 
State  line  to  Springfield,  Mo.,  and  points 
in  Missouri  on  and  north  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  the  Missouri-Kansas  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
the  Missouri-Illinois  State  line;  (156) 
from  Paris,  Tenn.,  and  points  in  Tennes¬ 
see  on  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Tennessee -Kentucky  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  Alternate  41 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  31,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  31  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  127,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  127  to  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line  to  points  in  Ne¬ 
braska;  (157)  from  points  in  Tennessee 
on,  north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Tennessee-Missouri  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  Tennessee  Highway  20  to 
jvmction  Tennessee  Highway  104,  thence 
along  Tennessee  Highway  104  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  45E,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  45E  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
45,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  the 
Tennessee-Mississippi  State  line  to  points 
in  Nevada. 

(158)  Prom  points  in  Tennesse  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennes- 
see-Kentucky  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231 
to  the  Tennessee-Alabama  State  line  to 
points  in  New  Hampshire;  (159)  from 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
Alterate  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  41, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  jimction 
U.S.  Highway  31,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  31  to  the  Tennessee-Alabama  State 
line  to  points  in  New  Jersey;  (160)  from 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
Alternate  41  to  junction  UH.  Highway 
41,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  the 
Tennessee-CJeorgia  State  line  to  points 
in  New  Mexico;  (161)  from  points  in 
Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  begin¬ 
ning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State 
line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway  41 
to  junction  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  231  to  the  Tennessee- 
Alabama  State  line  to  points  in  New 
York;  (162)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on, 
north,  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  641  to  junc¬ 
tion  Tennessee  Highway  54,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  54  to  junction  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  22,  thence  along  Ten¬ 
nessee  Highway  22  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  51,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  51 
to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  20, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  20  to 
the  Tennessee-Missouri  State  line  to 
pohfts  in  North  Carolina  on,  north,  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Noiiih 
Carolina-Virginia  State  line  extending 
along  U.S.  Highway  258  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  13,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
13  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  70,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  its  terminus 
at  the  Atlantic  Ocean. 


(163)  Prom  points  in  Tennessee  on 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  Cumber¬ 
land  Gap,  Tenn.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  25E  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to  junc¬ 
tion  Interstate  Highway  40,  thence  along 
Interstate  Highway  40  to  the  Tennessee- 
North  Carolina  State  line  to  points  in  Ok¬ 
lahoma  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Oklahoma -Kansas  State  line 
extending  along  U.S.  Highway  66  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  177,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  177  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  70  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  77  to  the  Oklahoma-Texas 
State  line;  (164)  from  points  in  Ten¬ 
nessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning  at 
the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  41  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  231,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  231  to  the  Tennessee-Alabama 
State  line  to  points  in  Rhode  Island; 
(165)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on,  north, 
and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Ten¬ 
nessee-Missouri  State  line  extending 
along  Tennessee  Highway  20  to  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  104,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  104  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  45E,  thence  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  45E  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  45, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  the 
Tennessee-Mississippi  State  line  to 
points  in  South  Dakota;  (166)  from 
points  in  Tennessee  on  and  east  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
127  to  junction  Tennessee  Highway  52, 
thence  along  Tennessee  Highway  52  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  27,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  27  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  63,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  63  to  junction  Interstate  High¬ 
way  75,  thence  along  Interstate  Highway 
75  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  441,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  441  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  70,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
70  to  the  Tennessee-North  (Carolina  State 
line  to  points  in  Texas  on  and  west  of  a 
line  be^nning  at  the  Texas-Oklahoma 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  Highway 
75  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  77,  thence 
along  UJS.  Highway  77  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  81,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
81  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  181,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  181  to  the  terminus 
at  Corpus  Chiisti,  Tex. 

(167)  Prom  points  in  Tennessee  on, 
north,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the 
Tennessee-Missouri  State  line  extending 
along  Tennessee  Highway  20  to  junction 
Tennessee  Highway  104,  thence  along 
Tennessee  Highway  104  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  45E,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
45E  to  junction  11.8.  Highway  45,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  45  to  the  Tennessee- 
Mississippi  State  line  to  points  in  Utah; 
(168)  from  points  in  Tennessee  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Tennessee- 
Kentucky  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
231,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  231  to 
the  Tennessee-Alabama  State  line  to 
points  in  Vermont;  (169)  from  points  in 
Tennessee  on  and  west  of  a  line  beginning 
at  the  Tennessee-Kentucky  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  641  to  junc¬ 


tion  U.S.  Highway  79,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  79  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
45E,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  45E  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  45,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  45  to  junction  Tennessee 
Highway  18,  thence  along  Tennessee 
Highway  18  to  the  Tennessee-Mississippi 
State  line  to  points  in  Virginia  on  and 
east  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  Virginia- 
West  Virginia  State  line  extending  along 
U.S.  Highway  250  to  junction  U.S.  High¬ 
way  60,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to 
junction  U.S.  Highway  17,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  17  to  the  Virginia-North 
Carolina  State  line;  (170)  from  the 
points  of  Largent  and  Short  Gap,  W.  Va., 
and  points  in  West  Virginia  on,  north, 
and  west  of  a-line  beginning  at  the  Penn¬ 
sylvania-West  Virginia  State  line  ex¬ 
tending  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  19  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  4,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  4  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  60, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  60  to  a  termi¬ 
nus  at  Huntington,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in 
Alabama  on,  south,  and  west  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Alabama-Mississippi 
State  line  extending  along  U.S.  High¬ 
way  84  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  43, 
thence  aloi^  U.S.  Highway  43  to  a 
terminus  at  Mobile,  Ala.;  (171)  from 
points  in  West  Virginia  on  and  north  of 
U.S.  Highway  40  to  points  in  Plorida  on 
and  west  of  U.S.  Highway  231. 

(172)  Prom  the  pwint  of  Chester,  W.Va., 
to  the  points  of  Bainbrldge  and  Pace- 
ville,  Ga.;  (173)  from  points  in  .West 
Virginia  on,  south,  and  east  of  a  line  be¬ 
ginning  at  Williamson,  W.Va.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  junction  West 
Virginia  Highway  16,  thence  along  West 
Virginia  Highway  16  to  junction  U.S. 
Highway  19,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway 
19  to  junction  West  Virginia  Highway  39, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  39 
to  the  West  Virginia- Virginia  State  line 
to  points  in  Iowa;  (174)  from  points  in 
West  Virginia  on,  north,  and  west  of  a 
line  beginning  at  the  Maryland-West 
Virginia  State  line  extending  along  U.S. 
Highway  219  to  junction  West  Virgfinia 
Highway  15,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  15  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  20,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  20  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  41,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  41  to  junction  U.S.  Highway  19, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  junc¬ 
tion  West  Virginia  Highway  39,  thence 
along  West  Virginia  Highway  39  to  junc¬ 
tion  U.S.  Highway  60,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  60  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
119,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  119  to  a 
terminus  at  Williamson,  W.  Va.,  to  points 
in  Louisiana;  (175)  from  points  in  West 
Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line  beginning 
at  Williamson,  W.  Va.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  52  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  20,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  20  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  3,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  3  to  junction  West  Virginia 
Highway  63,  thence  along  West  Virginia 
Highway  63  to  junction  U.S.  Highway 
219,  thence  along  U.S.  Highway  219  to 
junction  West  Virginia  Highway  39, 
thence  along  West  Virginia  Highway  39 


FEDERAL  REGISTER,  VOL.  40,  NO.  172— THURSDAY,  SEPTEMBER  4,  1975 


40936 

to  the  Virginia-West  Virginia  State  line 
to  points  in  Minnesota ;  (176)  from  points 
in  West  Virginia  on  and  north  of  a  line 
beginning  at  the  Kentucky-West  Vir¬ 
ginia  State  line  extending  along  UJ3. 
Highway  60  to  j\mction  U.S.  Highway 
119,  thence  along  n.S.  Highway  119  to 
jimction  U.S.  Highway  33,  thence  along 
U.S.  Highway  33  to  junction  VB.  High¬ 
way  219,  thence  along  UJ5.  Highway  219 
to  the  West  Virginia-Maryland  State 
line  to  points  in  Mississippi. 

(177)  From  points  in  West  Virginia  to 
St.  Joseph,  Mo.,  and  points  In  Missouri 
on  and  south  of  Interstate  Highway  70: 
(178)  from  points  in  West  Virginia  on, 
south,  and  east  of  a  line  beginning  at 
Parkersburg.  W.  Va.,  thence  along  U.S. 
Highway  50  to  jimction  UH.  Highway  19, 
thence  along  U.S.  Highway  19  to  the 
Pennsylvania-West  Virginia  State  line 
to  points  in  Montana;  (179)  from  points 
in  West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  UH. 
Highway  50  to  points  in  Nebraska;  (180) 
from  points  in  West  Virginia  cm  and 
south  of  U.S.  Highway  50  to  points  in 
North  Dakota  on  and  west  of  U.S.  Hiedi- 
way  83;  (181)  from  points  in  West  Vir¬ 
ginia  to  points  in  South  Dakota  on  and 
west  of  a  line  beginning  at  the  North 
Dakota-South  Dakota  State  line  extend¬ 
ing  alcmg  U.S.  Highway  85  to  junction 
South  Dakota  Highway  34,  thence  along 
South  Dakota  Highway  34  to  junction 
South  Dakota  Highway  79,  thence  along 
South  Dakota  Highway  79  to  junction 
U.S.  Highway  18,  thence  along  UH.  High¬ 
way.  18  to  junction  South  Dakota  High¬ 
way  71,  thence  along  South  Dakota 
Highway  71  to  the  Nebraska-South 
Dakota  State  line;  and  (182)  from  points 
in  West  Virginia  on  and  south  of  a  line 
beginning  at  Williamson,  W.  Va.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  52  to  a  terminus  at 
Bluefleld,  W.  Va.,  to  points  in  Wisconsin 
on,  north,  and  west  of  a  line  begizming  at 
Marinette,  Wis.,  thmce  along  Wisconsin 
Highway  64  to  Merrill,  Wis.,  thence 
along  U.S.  Highway  51  to  Wausau,  Wis., 
thence  along  Wisconsin  Highway  29  to 
jimctiim  U.S.  Highway  53,  thence  along 
UH.  Hl^way  53  to  a  terminus  at  Lar 
Crosse,  Wis.  (except  points  in  Marinette, 
Oconto,  and  Forest  Counties,  Wis.) .  The 
purpose  of  this  filing  is  to  eliminate  the 
gateway  of  Henderson,  Ky. 

I  By  the  Commission. 

[SEALl  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-23459  PUed  9-3-75;8:45  *m] 
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-  [Notice  No.  100] 

MOTOR  CARRIER  TEMPORARY 
AUTHORITY  APPLICATIONS 

p  August  29, 1975. 

The  following  are  notices  of  filing 
applications  for  temporary  authority  un¬ 
der  Section  210a(a)  of  the  Interstate 
CcMnmerce  Act  provided  for  under  the 
provisions  of  49  CFR  1131.3.  These  rules 
provide  that  an  original  and  six  (6) 
copies  of  protests  to  an  application  may 
be  filed  with  the  field  official  named  in 
the  Federal  Register  publication  no  later 
than  the  15th  calendar  day  after  the  date 
^  the  notice  of  the  filing  of  the  application 
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is  published  in  the  Federal  Register.  One 
copy  of  the  protest  must  be  served  on  the 
applicant,  or  its  authorized  representa¬ 
tive,  if  any,  and  the  protestant  must  cer¬ 
tify  that  such  service  has  been  made.  The 
protest  must  idratify  the  operating  au¬ 
thority  upon  which  it  is  predicated,  speci¬ 
fying  the  “MC”  docket  and  “Sub”  num¬ 
ber  and  quoting  the  particular  portion  of 
authority  upon  which  it  relies.  Also,  the 
protestant  shall  specify  the  service  it  can 
and  will  provide  and  the  amount  and 
type  of  equiimient  it  will  make  available 
for  use  in  connection  with  the  service 
contemplated  by  the  TA  application.  The 
weight  accorded  a  protest  shall  be  gov¬ 
erned  by  the  completeness  and  pertinence 
of  the  Protestant’s  information. 

Except  as  otherwise  specifically  noted, 
each  applicant  states  that  there  will  be 
no  significant  effect  on  the  quality  of  the 
human  «ivironment  resulting  from  ap¬ 
proval  of  its  application. 

A  copy  of  the  application  is  on  file,  and 
can  be  examined  at  the  Office  of  the  Sec¬ 
retary,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission 
Washington,  D.C.,  and  also  in  the  ICC 
Field  Office  to  which  protwts  are  to  be 
transmitted. 

Motor  Carriers  of  Property 

No.  MC  52579  (Sub-No.  144TA) ,  filed 
August  21,  1975.  Applicant:  GILBERT 
CARRIER  CORP.,  1  Gilbert  Drive, 
Secaucus,  N.J.  07094.  Applicapt’s  r«)re- 
sentative:  Fred  L.  Cardascla  (same  ad¬ 
dress  as  applicant) .  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Wearing  apparel,  on  hangers,  from 
Kosciusko,  Miss.,  to  CSiicago,  HI.;  Co¬ 
lumbus,  Ohio;  Dallas  and  Garleand, 
Tex.;  Lawrence,  Mass.;  Los  Angeles, 
Calif.;  Newport,  Del.;  North  Bergen,  N^T.; 
Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and  Tucker,  Ga.  Ap¬ 
plicant  intends  to  tack  its  existing  au¬ 
thority  at  Lawrence,  Mass.,  interline  at 
Secaucus,  N.J.,  with  Merit  Drees  Ddivery, 
Co.,  docket  No.  MC  101219,  for  180  days. 
Supporting  shipper:  Shutzer  Industrie, 
Inc.,  250  Canal  S.  Lawrence,  Mass.  01840. 
Southern  Division,  200  S.  W.  Depot,  St., 
Durant,  Miss.  Send  protests  to:  Robert  E. 
Johnston,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission.  9  Clinton  St., 
Newark,  N.J.  07102. 

No.  MC  99625  (Sub-No.  5TA),  filed 
August  21,  1975,  Applicant:  LUCIEN 
BISSON,  INC.,  P.O.  Box  262,  West  Bath, 
Maine  04530.  Applicant’s  representative: 
William  P.  Jackson,  Jr„  919  Eighteenth 
St.  NW.,  Washington,  D.C,  20006.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Used  household 
goods,  from  West  Bath,  Augusta,  and 
Portland,  Maine,  to  points  in  the  State 
oi  Maine,  for  180  days.  Eluimorting  ship¬ 
per;  Department  of  Defense,  Regulatory 
Law  Office,  Office  of  The  Judge  Advocate 
Geneitd,  Department  of  the  Army,  Wash¬ 
ington,  D.C.  20310.  Send  prot^ts  to: 
Donald  G.  Weiler,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Ciwnmerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Room  307,  76  Pearl 
St.,  Portland,  Oreg.  04111. 

No.  MC  110191  (Sub-No.  24TA),  filed 
August  21,  1975.  Applicant:  TURNER’S 


EXPRESS,  INCORPORA’TED,  1300  Shel¬ 
ton  Ave.,  Norfolk,  Va.  23502.  Applicant’s 
representative:  D.  L.  ’Turner,  P.O.  Box 
1106,  Norfolk,  Va.  23501.  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  common  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Foodstuff  (except  in  bulk, 
in  vehicles  equipped  with  mechanical 
refrigeration) ,  between  Exmore,  Va.,  and 
points  in  North  Carolina.  Ai^licant  in¬ 
tends  to  tack  its  existing  authority  with 
MC  110191,  for  180  days.  Supporting 
shipper:  M.  Lorraine  Williams,  Secre¬ 
tary,  Exmore  Foods,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  663, 
Exmore,  Va.  23350.  ^nd  protests  to:  Paul 
Collins,  District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  400  N.  8th  St.,  Room  10-502, 
Richmond,  Va.  23240. 

No.  MC  111729  (Sub-No.  568TA),  filed 
August  19,  1975.  Applicant:  PUROLA- 
TOR  COURIER  <X>RP.,  3333  New  Hyde 
Park  Road,  New  Hyde  Park,  N.Y.  11040. 
Applicant’s  representative:  John  M. 
Delany  (same  address  as  applicant) .  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Television  film  and 
video  tape,  (1)  between  Atlanta,  Ga.,  and 
Birmingham  and  Huntsville,  Ala.;  Au¬ 
gusta,  Columbus,  and  Savannah,  Ga.; 
Baton  Rouge,  Lafayette,  and  New 
Orieans,  La.;  Jackson,  Miss.;  (2)  be¬ 
tween  Baltimore,  Md.,  and  Washington, 
D.C.;  (3)  between  Boston,  Mass.,  and 
Hartford,  New  Haven,  and  West  Hart¬ 
ford,  Conn.;  Poland  Spring,  Maine;  Prov- 
idaice,  R.I.;  (4)  Charlotte,  N.C.,  and 
Greensboro,  High  Point,  Raleigh,  Wash- 
ingUm,  and  Wilmington,  N.C.;  Charles¬ 
ton,  Columbia,  and  Spartansburg,  S.C.; 
Norfolk,  Richmond,  i6id  Roanoke,  Va.; 
Charleston  and  Huntington,  W.  Va.;  (5) 
Chicago,  m.,  and  Peoria,  Rockford,  and 
Springfield,  HI.;  Evansville,  Ft  Wayne, 
Indianapolis,  South  Bend,  and  Terre 
Haute,  Ind.;  Sioux  City,  Iowa;  Wichita, 
Kans.;  Lexington,  Louisville,  and 
Paducah,  Ky.;  Alexandria,  Duluth,  and 
Minneapolis,  Minn.;  Omaha,  Nebr.;  Bis¬ 
marck  and  Minot  N.  Dak.;  Oklahoma 
City,  Okla.;  Florence,  Reliance,  and  Sioux 
Falls,  S.  I^ik.;  Madison,  Milwaukee,  and 
Wausau,  Wis.;  (6)  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  and 
Columbus  and  Dayton,  Ohio. 

(7)  Cleveland,  Ohio,  and  Youngstown 
and  Toledo,  Ohio;  (8)  Dallas,  Tex.,  and 
Shreveport,  La.;  Amarillo,  El  Paso,  Ft. 
Worth,  Lubbock,  Midland,  Waco,  and 
Wichita  Falls,  Tex.;  (9)  Detroit  Mich., 
and  Cheboygan,  Clio,  Flint  Jackson, 
Kalamazoo,  Lansing,  Southfield,  and 
Traverse  Cfity,  Mich.;  (10)  Houston,  Tex., 
and  Austin,  Bryan,  San  Antonio,  and 
Twnple,  Tex.;  (11)  Los  Angeles,  Calif., 
and  Bakersfield,  Hollywood,  and  San 
Diego,  Calif.;  (12)  Miami,  Fla.,  and 
Jacksonville,  Orlando,  and  West  Palm 
Beach,  Fla.;  (13)  Philadelphia,  Pa.,  and 
Johnstown,  Lancaster,  Pittsburgh, 
Scranton,  York,  Pa.,  and  Wheeling,  W. 
Va.;  (14)  Rioenlx,  Ariz.,  and  ’Tuscon, 
Ariz.;  (15)  St.  Louis,  Mo.,  and  Quincy. 
Ill.,  Joplin,  Kansas  City,  and  Springfield, 
Mo.;  (16)  San  Francisco,  Calif.,  and 
Fresno,  Sacramento,  Salinas,  and  San 
Luis  Obispo,  Calif.,  Portland,  Oreg.,  and 
Seattle  and  Spokane,  Wash.;  (17) 
’Tampa,  Fla.,  and  St.  Petersburg,  Fla.  Re- 
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striction:  Restricted  to  the  transporta¬ 
tion  of  traffic  having  an  inunediately 
prior  or  subsequent  movement  by  air,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Jet  Air 
Freight,  248-06  Rockaway  Blvd., 
Jamaica,  N.Y.  11422.  Send  protests  to: 
Anthony  D.  Giaimo,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  26 
Federal  Plaza,  New  York,  N.Y.  10007. 

No.  MC  116175  (Sub-No.  5TA),  ffled 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  WILIjIAM 
E.  (BILLY)  ONEY,  dqing  business  as 
WILLIAM  E.  ONEY,  Route  7,  Box  37, 
Kingsport,  Tenn.  37660.  Authority  sought 
to  operate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing  :  Livestock  Feed,  in  bags  and  contain¬ 
ers,  From  Cincinnati,  Ohio,  to  points  in 
Lee  County,  Va.,  and  the  City  of  Bristol, 
Va.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper (s) : 
Southern  States  Bristol  Co-op,  Inc.,  1313 
Euclid  Avenue,  Bristol,  Va.  24201.  Lee 
Farmers  Co-op,  Inc.,  Jonesville,  Va. 
24263.  Send  protests  to:  Danny  R.  Beeler, 
District  Supervisor,  Bureau  of  Opera¬ 
tions,  Interstate  Commerce  Commission, 
215  Campbell  Avenue,  S.W.  Roanoke,  Va. 
24011. 

No.  MC  117589  (Sub-No.  29TA),  filed 
August  21,  1975.  Applicant:  PROVI- 
SIONERS  FROZEN  EXPRESS,  INC., 
3801  7th  Avenue  South,  P.O.  Box  24507, 
Seattle,  Wash.  98124.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  Michael  D.  DuppenthaJer,  607 
Hilrd  Avenue,  515  Lyon  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98104.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  Meat 
and  meat  products  and  articles  distrib¬ 
uted  by  meat  packinghouses,  as  described 
In  Appendix  I  to  the  Report  in  Descrip¬ 
tions  in  Motor  Carrier  Certificates  61 

M. C.C.  209  and  766,  from  Seattle,  Wash., 
to  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  and  Denver, 
Colo.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  Clip¬ 
per  (s)  :  Cudahy  Company,  P.O.  Box  3454, 
2203  Airport  Way  South,  Seattle,  Wash. 
98124.  Send  protests  to:  L.  D.  Boone, 
Transportation  Specialist,  Bureau  of 
Operations,  Interstate  Commerce  Com¬ 
mission,  858  Federal  Building,  Seattle, 
Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  123408  (Sub-No.  22TA),  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  FOOD 

HAULERS,  INC.,  600  York  St.,  Elizabeth, 

N. J.  07207.  Applicant’s  representative: 
Morton  E.  Kiel,  5  World  Trade  Center, 
Suite  6193,  New  York,  N.Y.  10048.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Such  merchandise 
as  is  dealt  in  by  wholesale,  retail,  and 
chain  grocery  and  food  business  houses, 
and,  in  connection  therewith,  equipment, 
materials,  and  supplies  used  in  the  con¬ 
duct  of  such  business,  for  the  account  of 
Wakefem  Food  Corporation,  between 
Elizabeth  and  Edison,  N.J.,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Flor- 

-Ida,  imder  a  continuinjf  contract  with 
Wakefem  Food  Corporation,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Wakefem 
Food  Corporation,  600  York  St.,  Eliza¬ 
beth,  N.J.  07207.  Send  protests  to:  Robert 
E.  Johnston,  District  Supervisor,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  9  Clinton 
St.,  Newark,  N.J.  07102. 


No.  MC  134922  (Sub-No.  137TA) 
(Amendment),  filed  July  15,  1975,  pub- 
dished  in  the  P’ederal  Register  issue  of 
July  28,  1975,  and  republished  as 

amended  this  issue.  Applicant:  B.J.  Mc- 
ADAMS,  INC.,  Route  6,  Box  15,  North 
Little  Rock,  Ark.  72118.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  Don  Garrison  (same  address 
as  applicant).  Authority  sought  to  op¬ 
erate  as  a  common  carrier,  by  motor  ve¬ 
hicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transporting: 
Plastic  film,  from  the  plantsite  and 
warehouse  facilities  of  Dow  Chemical, 
USA,  at  or  near  Fresno,  Calif.,  to  Hous¬ 
ton,  Texas,  and  Houston,  Miss.,  re¬ 
stricted  to  traffic  transported  in  vehicles 
equipped  with  mechanical  refrigeration, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Dow 
Chemical  U.S.A.,  4787  E.  Date  Ave., 
Fresno,  Calif.  93725.  Send  protests  to: 
William  H.  Land,  Jr.,  District  Super¬ 
visor,  3108  Federal  Office  Bldg.,  700  West 
Capitol,  Little  Rock,  Ark.  72201.  The  pur¬ 
pose  of  this  republication  is  to  amend  the 
restriction. 

No.  MC  138299  (Sub-No.  7TA).  filed 
August  20,  1975.  Applicant:  TRAILS 
TRUCKING,  INC.,  719  Union  St., 
Montebello,  Calif.  90640.  Applicant’s  rep¬ 
resentative:  William  J.  Monheim,  P.O. 
Box  1756,  15942  Whittier  Blvd.,  Whittier, 
Calif.  90609.  Authority  sought  to  operate 
as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle, 
over  irregular  routes,  transporting:  In¬ 
sulating,  filtering,  and  roofing  materials; 
pipe  or  duct;  and  fiberglass  mats  or  pads, 
for  the  account  of  Owens-Coming  Fiber- 
glas  Corporation,  from  Santa  Clara, 
Calif.,  to  points  in  Arizona,  Idaho,  Mon¬ 
tana,  Nevada,  New  Mexico,  Oregon, 
Utah,  Washington,  Wyoming,  and  El 
Paso,  Tex.,  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Owens-Corning  Fiberglas  Corpora¬ 
tion,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Owens-Coming  Fiberglas  Corporation, 
P.O.  Box  89,  Santa  Clara,  Calif.  95052. 
Send  protests  to :  Mildred  I.  Price,  'Trans¬ 
portation  Assistant,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  Room  1321,  Federal 
Bldg.,  300  North  Los  Angeles  St.,  Los 
Angeles,  Calif.  90012. 

No.  MC  138482  (Sub-No.  2TA),  filed 
August  20,  1975.  Applicant:  SPACE- 
MASTER  TRUCKING  CORP.,  P.O.  Box 
Drawer  E,  Charleston  Heights,  S.C. 
29405.  Applicant’s  representative:  Ed¬ 
ward  G.  Bazelon,  39  South  LaSalle  St., 
Chicago,  HI.  60603.  Authority  sought  to 
operate  as  a  contract  carrier,  by  motor 
vehicle,  over  irregular  routes,  transport¬ 
ing:  Display  racks  and  stands  and  dis¬ 
play  racks  and  stands  containing 
hosiery,  from  Wichita,  Kans.,  to  points 
in  the  United  States  (except  Alaska  and 
Hawaii),  under  a  continuing  contract 
with  Kayser-Roth  Hosiery  Co.,  Inc.,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Kayser- 
Roth  Hosiery  Co.,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  820, 
Burlington,  N.C.  27220.  Send  protests  to: 
E.  E.  Strotheid,  District  Supervisor,  In¬ 
terstate  Commerce  Commission,  Room 
302,  1400  Pickens  St.,  Columbia,  S.C. 
29201. 

No.  MC  139459  (Sub-No.  84TA) ,  filed 
August  22,  1975.  Applicant:  NATIONAL 
CARRIERS,  me.,  P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal, 
Kans.  67901.  Applicant’s  representative: 


John  Jacobson,  Jr.,  1501  East  8th  St., 
P.O.  Box  1358,  Liberal,  Kans.  67901.  Au¬ 
thority  sought  to  operate  as  a  common 
carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular 
routes,  transporting:  Drugs,  toilet  prep¬ 
arations,  medical  instruments,  and 
chemicals,  in  vehicles  equipped  with 
mechanical  refrigeration,  from  the 
facilities  of  Miles  Laboratories,  Inc.,  lo¬ 
cated  at  or  near  Elkhart,  Ind.,  and  West 
Haven,  Conn.,  to  points  in  Indiana,  Ten¬ 
nessee,  Missouri,  Texas,  and  Colorado, 
for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper:  Miles 
Laboratories,  Inc.,  1127  Myrtle  St.,  Elk¬ 
hart,  Ind.  46514.  Send  protests  to:  M.  E. 
Taylor,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  501  Petroleum 
Bldg.,  Wichita,  Kans.  67202. 

No.  MC  141222  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
August  20,  1975.  Applicant:  BLOOD 
TRANSPORTATION,  INC.,  2948  South 
Preston  St.,  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  84106. 
Applicant’s  representative:  Janet  Blood 
(same  address  as  applicant) .  Authority 
sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting :  Chocolates,  chocolate 

products,  packaged  and  cased  packaging 
materials,  wooden  boxes,  ingredients  for 
producing  finished  chocolate  products, 
between  Salt  Lake  City,  Utah,  on  the  one 
hand,  and,  on  the  other,  points  in  Cali¬ 
fornia,  Washington,  Colorado,  New 
Mexico,  Nevada,  Idaho,  Montana,  North 
Dakota,  Illinois,  Minnesota,  Texas, 
Arkansas,  Missouri,  Michigan,  Iowa, 
Ohio,  Massachusetts,  Florida,  Pennsyl¬ 
vania,  Delaware,  New  Jersey,  South 
Carolina,  North  Carolina,  Georgia,  and 
Alabama,  imder  a  continuing  contract 
with  Mrs.  J.  G.  McDonald’s  CThocolate 
Co.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Mrs.  J.  G.  McDonald’s  Chocolate  Co., 
2250  South  Third  East,  Salt  Lake  City, 
Utah  84115.  Send  protests  to:  Lyle  D. 
Heifer,  District  Supervisor,  Interstate 
Commerce  Commission,  Bureau  of  Op¬ 
erations,  5301  Federal  Bldg.,  125  South 
State  St.,  Salt  Lake  Cfity,  Ut^  84138. 

No.  MC  141256  (Sub-No.  ITA),  filed 
August  21,  1975.  Applicant:  ROBERT 
GORECKI  AND  DEAN  GORECKI,  do¬ 
ing  business  as  GOREC^KI  ’TRUCKING, 
Ghent,  Minn.  56239.  Applicant’s  repre¬ 
sentative:  F.  H.  Kroeger,  1745  Univer¬ 
sity  Ave.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  55104.  Authori¬ 
ty  sought  to  operate  as  a  contract  carrier, 
by  motor  vehicle,  over  irregular  routes, 
transporting:  Cabinets  and  vanity  sets, 
transported  in  shipi>er-owned  trailers, 
from  Cottonwood,  Minn.,  to  points  in  Illi¬ 
nois,  Iowa,  Nebraska,  North  Dakota, 
South  Dakota,  and  Wisconsin,  under  a 
continuing  contract  or  contracts  with 
Midcontinent  Millwork,  Inc.,  of  St.  Paul, 
Minn.,  for  180  days.  Supporting  shipper: 
Midcontinent  Millwork,  Inc.,  1130  Min¬ 
nesota  Bldg.,  St.  Paul,  Minn.  Send  pro¬ 
tests  to:  A.  N.  Sp>ath,  District  Supervisor, 
Bureau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Com¬ 
merce  Commission,  414  Federal  Bldg.,  & 
U.S.  Courthouse,  110  S.  4th  St.,  Minne¬ 
apolis,  Minn.  55401. 

No.  MC  141257TA,  filed  August  21, 
1975.  AppUcant:  VALLEY  VIEW 
TRUCKING  CO.  INC.,  Route  2,  Box  417, 
Snohomish,  Wash.  98290.  Applicant’s 
representative:  George  R.  LaBissoniere, 
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1100  Norton  Bldg..  SeatUe.  Wash.  98104. 
Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a  con- 
troct  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over  Ir¬ 
regular  routes,  transporting:  Animal  and 
poultry  feed  or  vnyredients  and  seed,  be¬ 
tween  Mt.  Angel  and  McMinnville,  Oreg., 
on  the  one  hand,  and,  points  In  Wash- 
ingUm  and  Idaho,  on  the  other,  under  a 
continuing  contract  with  McDaniel  Grain 
and  Peed  Co.,  and  Wilco  Farmer’s,  for 
180  days.  Supporting  shippers:  McDan¬ 
iel  Grain  and  Feed  Co..  7th  &  Alpine, 
P.O.  Box  208,  McMinnville,  Oreg.  97128. 
Wilco  Parmer’s,  P.O.  Box  318,  Mt.  An¬ 
gel,  Oreg.  97362.  Send  protests  to:  L.  D. 
Boone,  Transportation  Specialist,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Interstate  Commerce 
Commission,  858  Federal  Bldg.,  915  Sec¬ 
ond  Ave.,  Seattle,  Wash.  98174. 

No.  MC  141258TA,  filed  August  22. 
1975.  Applicant:  ANSON  A.  DEARING, 
doing  business  as  HEREFORD  IRON 
AND  METAL,  P.O.  Box  455,  Hereford, 
Tex.  79045.  AppUcant’s  representative: 
John  D.  Alkin,  140  E.  3rd,  Hereford,  Tex. 
79045.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Agricul¬ 
tural  manufactured  feed  lot  equipment 
and  grain  handling  equipment,  from 
Hereford,  Tex.,  to  points  in  Oklahoma, 
New  Mexico,  and  Kansas,  under  a  con¬ 
tinuing  contract  with  McCullar  Machine 
&  Welding,  Poarch  Bros.  Inc.,  B  &  R 
Welding  and  Manufacturing,  Inc.,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Poarch  Bros., 
Inc.,  Box  693,  Hereford,  Tex.  79045.  Mc¬ 
Cullar  Machine  &  Welding,  P.O.  Box  1693, 
Hereford,  Tex.  79045.  B  &  R  Welding  and 
Manufacturing,  Inc.,  P.O.  Box  1875, 
Hereford,  Tex.  79045-  Send  protests  to: 
Haskell  E.  Ballard,  District  Supervisor, 
Interstate  Commerce  Commission,  Bu¬ 
reau  of  Operations,  Box  H-4395  Herring 
Plaza,  Amarillo,  Tex.  79101. 


No.  MC  141210TA  (Correction),  filed 
August  4, 1975,  published  in  the  Federal 
Register  issue  of  August  18, 1975,  and  re¬ 
published  as  corrected  this  issue.  Appli¬ 
cant:  SWARTZ  It  SONS.  INC.,  doing 
business  as  SERVICE  CAB  COMPANY, 
910  North  Broadway.  Pittsbu^,  Elans. 
66762.  Applicant’s  representative:  K.  I. 
Loy,  P.O.  Box  566,  Pittsburg,  Kans. 
66762.  Authority  sought  to  operate  as  a 
contract  carrier,  by  motor  vehicle,  over 
irregular  routes,  transporting:  Passen¬ 
gers  and  baggage  of  passengers,  both  spe¬ 
cial  and  charter  operations,  between  the 
duty  sites  of  the  cities  of  Pittsburg,  Mul¬ 
berry,  Port  Scott,  and  Kansas  City, 
Kans.;  Asbury,  Joplin,  Tipton  Ford,  Neo¬ 
sho,  D^by  McElhaney,  Goodman,  Ander¬ 
son,  Lanagan,  Noel,  Mulberry,  Eve,  Hume, 
Grandview,  Drexel,  Cleveland,  and 
Kansas  City,  Mo.;  Gravette  and  Gentry, 
Ark.;  and  Watts  and  Heavemer,  Okla., 
under  continuing  contract  with  Kansas 
City  Southern  Railway  Company,  for  180 
days.  Supporting  shipper:  Kansas  City 
Southern  Railway  Company,  114  W.  11th, 
Kansas  City,  Mo.  64105.  Send  protests  to: 
M.  E.  Taylor,  District  Supervlror,  Inter¬ 
state  Commerce  Commission,  501  Petro¬ 
leum  Bldg..  Wichita,  Kans.  67202.  The 
purpose  of  this  republicatioa  is  to  correct 
the  applicant’s  name. 

By  the  Commission. 

[SEALl  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[PR  Doc.75-23460  PUed  9-3-75;8:45  am] 


[Notice  No.  681 

MOTOR  CARRIER  BOARD  TRANSFER 
PROCEEDINGS 

September  4,  1975. 

Synopses  of  orders  entered  by  the 
Motor  Carrier  Board  of  the  Commission 


pursuant  to  Sections  212(b) ,  206(a) ,  211, 
312(b),  and  410(g)  of  the  Interstate 
Commerce  Act.  and  rules  and  regulations 
prescribed  thereunder  (49  C.P.R.  Part 
1132),  appear  below : 

Each  application  (except  as  otherwise 
specifically  noted)  filed  after  March  27, 
1972,  contains  a  statement  by  applicants 
that  there  will  be  no  significant  effect 
on  the  quality  of  the  human  environ¬ 
ment  resluting  from  approval  of  the 
application.  As  provided  in  the  Commis¬ 
sion’s  Special  Rules  of  Practice  any 
interested  person  may  file  a  petition 
seeking  reconsideration  of  the  following 
numbered  proceedings  on  or  before  Sep¬ 
tember  25,  1975.  Pursuant  to  Section 
17(8)  of  the  Interstate  Commerce  Act, 
the  filing  of  such  a  petition  will  postpone 
the  effective  date  of  the  order  in  that 
proceeding  pending  its  disposition.  The 
matters  relied  upon  by  petitioners  must 
be  specified  in  their  petitions  with 
particularity. 

No.  MC-PC-75972.  By  order  of  August 
28,  1975*  the  Motor  Carrier  Board  ap¬ 
proved  the  transfer  to  Kelley  &  Hawes 
Express,  Inc.,  L3mnfield,  Mass.,  of  Certifi-, 
cate  No.  MC  19008  issued  by  the  Com¬ 
mission  February  12,  1951,  to  Harrison 
Dispatch  Co.,  Inc.,  Lynn,  Mass.,  author¬ 
izing  the  transportation  of  general  com¬ 
modities,  with  exceptions,  over  regular 
routes,  between  Boston  and  Gloucester, 
Mass.,  Boston  and  Worcester,  Mass., 
Boston  and  Brockton,  Mass.,  and  Boston 
and  Taxmton,  Mass.  John  F.  O’Donnell, 
Esquire,  Barrett  and  Barrett,  Attorney 
for  Applicants,  60  Adams  Street,  Milton, 
Mass.  02187. 

[sealI  Robert  L.  Oswald, 

Secretary. 

[FR  Doc.75-23462  Filed  9-3-.75;8:45  am] 
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